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Debate resumed from the previous day.

Mz. T. F. QUINLAN (Toodyay): I
did not intend to speak on the subject
before the House, and should not speak
now were it not for the action taken by
the member for West Perth (Mr. Moran).
1 feel in a measure obliged to speak in
consequence of his reference to the pro-
posed purchase of the Midland con-
cession. [ see very little, if any,
difference bLetween the amendment now
before the House and the amendment
already dealt with. As is well known to
members, I was elected to support the
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in which bhe bas conducted himself as
I regret like-

‘ wise the references made to the Premier

{(Hon. H. Daglish), the member for West
Perth, and the member for Katanning
{Hon. F. H. Piesse). 'The member for
Kimbherley (3Mr. F. Connor) is not here
this afternoon; but wherever he is, I feel
sure no one regrets his utterances more
deeply than he. I know fairly well the

. character of that hon, member; I know
; that to-day he feels very sorry for his

' utterances of last evening,

. opinion an honourable lot of men.

I do not
intend to indulge in any personalities.
What I have to say will be said as briefly
as possible. My sole reason for opposing
the present Government is that it is con-
trolled by a Congress. As to the personnel
of the Government I have nothing to say,
except that I have the greatest admira-
tion for Ministers. They are in my
Con-
sidering the opportunities they have bad,

" they bave conducted very well the affairs

of the country. True it is, there have
been recent changes in the Ministry ; and

- two ex-Ministers have referred in their

James Grovernment; and I feel in duty -

bound to support the remnants of it on
this occasion. ‘

Tur MivisTEe ¥or MiNEs AND Ralr-
ways: The remnants have repudiated
the James Government.

Me. QUINLAN: They are like the
occupants of the Treasury bench; they
vary their platform as may be necessary.
I regret extremely the

personalities .

indulged in during this debate, and

vspeciully the refercnce made to the
leader of the Opposition (Mr. Rason).
Perbaps no one in this House, other
than the member for Sussex (Mr. Frank
Wilson), bas any grievance against that
gentleman. I bave been a supporter
of bis for a pumber
and I now feel even more strongly
attached to him persenally for the munner

speeches to the Premier's action on that
occasion. With these gentlemen I sym-
pathise, becanse I feel that the Premier
might perhaps have taken a wore gentle-
manly course when he disposed of those
Ministers. However, that is his concern
and not mine. There may be between
them and the Premier something which
i3 not known to me; and therefore I do
not consder it my business to make any
farther inquiry. The wmember for For-
rest (Mr. A, J. Wilson), speaking a few
evenings ago, made a statement to this
effect :—

The ideal of the Labour party was.the
attainment of certain fized principles calcu-
lated to make for the advancement of the
State as & whole. In realising this ideal it
might be necessary to do some injury to a few
who in the past had prospered at the expense
of the many; but even those who suffered
would be more than compensated by the
ultimate results.

I rogret that the hon. member should
have gone so fur, because he must be well
aware that a Cabinet composed solely of

i Labour Ministers cannof represent the

of years; .

whole community, I have wlready ad-
mitted their honesty. They have done
their best; but it is against reason to
suppose for a moment that, being elected
on a definite platform and pledged to a
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particular party, they can express or ' have special regard to the Midland Rail-

realise the views of the general com-
munity.
Government ; and T hope it is not yet too

My ideal would be a coalition

late to forn a coalition, even if it be for

the two yeurs yet to expire of the life of
this Parliament. It would be in the best
interests of the country, and would set at
rest this turmoil and trouble and the
terrible effect it has on business in general,
and even, I may suy, on the employment
of a number of men who would be in
their various places throughout the State.
There is a general feeling of uorest, and
the sooner it is settled the better for all.

I should like tosee a good coalition Gov-

eroment formed, no matter from what
part of the House.
was wade by the member for Albany.
He agreed with the member for Forrest

that * purty politics bad proved n failure -
throughout the Commonwealth, and that

they compelled members to vote against
their best judgment.” That is the posi-
tion in regard to the party at present in
ower, They are not free, as I should
ike to see them. The only member of
the Government I consider to be abso.
lutely free is the hon. gentleman who
occupies a seat in the Upper House. If
there were a mixture of representation in
the Ministry I feel confident of the effect ;
and I hope that even the present occu-
pants of the Government benches will see

Another reference
| as to warrant this step being taken—

way Company. {[Me. Burees: We
cannot do 1it.] We cun; Ifeel confident.
I huve no regard whatever for the Mid-
land Company because of the manner in
which they have treated this country. If
it bad not been for the manner in which
the country treated the Bidland Com-
pany they would have been bankrupt
long ago; and considering the manner in
which we bave nursed the compauny, I
think the time has come when we should
deal with them in another way; and I
hope that to any proposed tax on land a
farther addition may be impesed on
absentee owners. As to the proposed
income tax, while I agree it would be
necessary providing our revenue was such

because I suppose, to get down to bed-
rock, this is no fairer means of taxation
—1I do not think it is at the present time

© justified, seeing the enormous area we
" have with so small a population. Tike-

for themselves the necessity of modifying

their platform in that direction. While
there are some measures in the policy of
this Government I intend to support,
there are of course some 1 could not
agree with. I am in favour myself, and
have expressed it on more than one
occagion in this Chuamber, of a tax on
unimproved land, but not a tax on un-
improved land values, for the reason that
it would be the wmeans of opening up
large areas now held by numbers of
owners throughout the State to the
detriment of the State, which are merely
occupied as sheep walks. We have
numerous instances of the benefits to be
derived where these larpe estates are
repurchased by the Government and
numbers of families settled on them.
The same effect, I am sure, will follow if
a tax is imposed on unimproved land;
and it would cause those simply relying
on the unearned increment and holding
large areas, to work them.

wige I venture to say that what would
follow would be the formation of a
new department and the crealion of a
number of offices; and in all probalbility,
the amount to be raised from this
source would be eaten up by the cost of
collection. T should like to see greater
economy in regard to the administration
of some departments. 1 especially refer
to the Government Printing Office and
the Railway Department. I sbould also
like to see a better result from the Lands
Department. Ouve thing perhaps has not
oceurred to the minds of all members. I
know it has been raised before in this
House by the member for Beverley, and
when he did so I had the pleasure of
supporting him ; and T satill feel that we
should look ahead and devise some means
of separating the money received by the
gale of land from the ordinary revenue,

- gsuch as is received from the rents of

leases and other sources. We are gradu-
ally, it is true, diminishing the assets of
the State by the sale of land, and we are
utilising that revenue—so-called revenue
—as general revenue. I consider that
the money derived from the sale of land
should be devoted to the sinking fund on
loans; at least, what proportion of it
could be spared should be directed in
thalt use. Of course we know that
the work in the Lands Department is

It would | behind-band and that it will cause con-
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siderable expense this vear; but to my
mind the department is not giving the
return it should; and I trust, whoever
the Minister may be, he will take steps to
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| fear but that we shall be able to purchase

get better results than we obtain from

that department. 1 am bound to say

that I am in favour of the "purchase of -

the Midland Railway concession on fair
terms. I am not prepared to suy that
we would be getting value at one and
a-half millions; but I would be largely

guided by the great experience of one of |

our officers, Mr. Paterson, regarding the
land ; and I take it, so far as the railway
itself is concerned, the Government have

Therefore I would be prepared to sup-
port the purchase, providing the officers
who are competent to judge have
valned it so that we would be war-
- ranted in paying that sum of money.
[Mgr. Moran: Now?] Even now. I
take it, it would be by debentures. [M=.
Moraw: What difference would that
make?] We would have to pav the
interest, of course; but I feel that the
indirect benefit through settlement would
be immense. It is well known that a
considerible amount of good has followed
the repurchase of estates in the past;

would be following the repurchase of
this land and its resale. The Midland
Company charge more for the land than
the .Government do; and farther than
that, their terms are very short. 1In
addition to charging, in many cases, £1
per acre, they charge six per cent. interest,
which is very little encourngement, except
to large purchasers, I go so far as to
say it is mnot the large purchasers or
the large men we want, but the small
men and close settlement; and the only
means of obtaining such setilement
would be by the sale of land on terms
spread over 20 years, such as we do now,
Therefore whatever may bappen in regard
to this matter—for I know that another
place is pot sitting now, which therefore
for the time being disposes of the ques-
tion—I do not fear but that the com-
pany will be willing, even two or
three months hence, to take the same
terms. I cannot take that bluff alto-
gether that we are bound to the 3lst of
this month for the price of £1,500,000.
I do not think there is anyovne else “ after
it"” as the saying is; therefore I have no

the concession a few months hence, when
Parliament has settled down to work and
members have seen the papers and the
valuations, and have come to a conclusion
that it will be well to purchase. While
dealing with this question I desire to

I draw the attention of members to a fact

which may not have occured to everyone,
My attention wasdrawn to it by a solicitor
of this eity, otherwise I confess I should
not have been able to make the announce-
ment I am going to make., Section 17 of
the Midland Railway Company's Act,

. 1893, makes provision for the purchase
authoritative information as to its value.

of the railway itself upon terms, by arbi-
tration, Supposing for instance we
deemed fit to exercise our right under
this section and purchase the railway
itself only, there is nothing to prevent
ug —asguming we passed a measore
for a tax on unimproved land—dealing
with the Midland Railway Company as
regards the land. Therefore I think the
railway itself perhaps is a more immedi-
ate concern than the whole concession.
In my opinion this section gives the Gov.
ernment the right to purchase the line
by arbitration. We know at present

i the railway is not in the same state of
and I am confident of what the result .

vepair as the State-owned railways are;
therefore we should only be purchasing
on the actual value. I will read the
section, and members will see for them-
selves what they may not have been aware
of before, that there is the right to pur.

' ¢hase the raillway. The section states:—

That the Government shall have the right
of purchasing the railway and the works in
connection therewith, at any time on giving 12
months’ notice of their intention to exercise
such right., The price to be fixed by arbi-
tration.

Sorely with a section of that kind wa
have the right to purchase, if in the
opinion of a majority of members Lhe
price asked for the whole concession is too
high. I trust members will see the ad-
visability of exercising the right in this
direction, and obtaining the railway
proper, and then compelling the holders
of the land to either improve or submit to
taxation. Amongst the many items pro-
posed T shall gladly support the terms
gnugested for the purpose of constructing
the Pilbarra Railway. OId age pensions,
although I think more a question for the
Federal Purliament, is a right and proper
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proposal to adopt. I shall favour also
the amendment of the Compauies Act as
proposed, because it seems to me very
unfair that properties held in this country
should be represented by bvards of
directors in other purts of the world ; and
the offices should be in this country
for the conventence of shareholders.
The proposal as to water and sewerage
T am heartily in accord with, There has
been too much delay in this matter, and
the soouer a scheme is adopted for the
Metropolitan area the better for the
bealth of the people here. Tt will also
serve as an encouragement to people
looking forward to coming to some part
of Australia. It will make this place
more attractive. and people will come
here with greater confidence as regards
the health of themselves and their
families. The country is practically at a
standstill, and the sooner the debate is
concluded and we get to work, whatever
Government may be in power, and do
something practical, the better for alL
Se¢ far as T am concerned, I am bound to
vote with the party in Opposition. I
have given my only reason for opposing
the present oceupants of the Treasury
benches: but whatever the result of the
division may be afterwards so long as
the Grovernment rewain in power I can
ounly say I shall be prepared to give them
most generous support. I especially
admire the Premier for his outspokenness
last evening. More than ever T have the
highest admiration for the man whe is
able to come into the Chamber and speak
his mind as the Premier did last evening.
Therefore, if he should remain as leader
of the party and the Government succeed
in the division, they can rely on me
practically as good a supporter as uny
of their own. So far as the proposed
measures are concerned I cannot agree
to all ; indeed I may say that some of the
Governwment’s supporters at the present
time are not extremists; they do not
believe altogetber in their programuwme,
but are forced, I hold, rightly or wrongly
to support the programme adopted by
Congress. My great objection to the
Labour Government is that. They are
equal in every respect to manage the
country’s husiness, though to some extent
they have not been blessed with the same
education as the aspirants to office;
glill they have in my opinion something

[ASSEMBLY.]
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more desirable than else,
honesty of purpose.

Me. C. HARPER (Beverley): When
last year I cast my vote in favour of the
present party in power, I received many
severe attacks from my friends for taking
such a moustrous course. I did it with
an object, as I said at that time. We
were in a position which had never been
arrived at by any State of the Common-
wealth, or by any other State ; no party
pledged toone particular platformn had ever
gotanythinglikethe powerinadeliberative
assembly, Much of their policy was very
much in the air, and it was not possible
to say what would be the result. I de
not think it a good thing for a country
to discuss matters that are in the air. I
like to have them brought down, so that
we can see definitely what they are.
For that reason I considered it my duty
as a representative in Parliament to do
what I could to bring things to a prae-
tical issue, The resultis that the Labour
party lave beea in power for twelve
wonths. The. main factor moving the
Tabour party is, as the member for
Toodyay (Mr. Quinlan) says, an irre-
sponsible body bebind them. This bedy
—Congress—has lately held another
meeting, and I have been very much

anything

interested in comparing the policy
enunciated three years ago with
that adopted w few days ago. And

it goes to show how wuncertain members
muast feel of their own ground. T have
just taken out oune or two points on
which they slightly differ or on which
they are silent. In 1902 ome of the
articles of faith was the abolition of the
Legislative Council. That has now been
altered to effective reform of the Legisla-
tive Council. That may mean much or
it may mean less. In 1902 the gospel of
the Labour party was the election of
State Governor; now, the office is to be
abolished. Then they advocated the
election of Ministers; now, tbey are
silent on the matter. Whether it is
experience has taught them that the
previous idea was a false one or not, I
cannot say. Then therc was a progres-
sive land tax with an exemption up to
£300. The tax is to remamn, but the
exemption iz to be abolished. That
gshows they were not quite cerfuin of
their ground three years ago. The next

.point was originally the stopping of the
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sale of Crown lands; absolutely nomore
to be sold. They have altered that into
an iIndefinitc term of nonalienation,
which may mean anything or may mean
nothing.

Meg. Neepuam: That is what it is
meant for.

Mer. HARPER: Nothing. I cannot
see otherwise how the present Minister
for Lands canr be using his utmost
endeavours to get rid of Crown lands, and
yet adhere to a policy of no sale. Omne
might look at most of these things as
progressive in the direction of their
having found they started out with
rather too large ideas, which were a
little bit impracticable; but so far I
think that is commendable. There are,
however, one or two things that have
come up fresh, and they are rather

important. One is the proposal that
the Judges should be elected. [M=.
Scappan: Justices of the Peace.]

No; Judges; the election of a Judge.
[Memeper: That is wrong.] It isnobta
proposition of an extreme member; but
this is a proposition tabled by the Trades
and Labour Council, probably after very
considerable discussion, and we may
aggume it represents the majority of the
Trades and Labour Council. Of course
they did not put it in the form of election
of Judges, but they put it in the form of
election of a Judge. I bave had a good
deal to do with drufting stock at different
times, picking out the best from the
worst. I found the result was just the
same whether one rejected the worst or
picked the best; s¢ that the principle
underlying is this: “We will only have
the Judge we want,” and that means
selection of Judges.

Me. Neepmam: No.
never mentioned.

Mr. HARPER : Judges were not, but
one Judge was, and he must sooner or
later cease, and then anotber one would
be selected.

Judges were
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Mz. Neepuan: Ope Judge was never "

mentioned.

Mr. HARPER: I am absolutely
correct in saying the principle underlying
this is the selection of a Judge. Once

whole of the judicial bench.

M=g. BoLron: It is only fair I should
explain to the hon. member that Congress
did not decide any such thing.

l
|

adopt the principle, and it covers the
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Mr. HARPER: I never suid Congress
did. I said that the Trades and Labour
Council put that on their nofice paper,
and it was only omitted after due con-
gideration. On looking at the speaking
and voting I find that 12 spoke in favour
of it and only three against it at Con-
gress, and that they got rid of it by its
being ruled out of order.

M=. Troy: That is most effective.

Mzr. HARPER: It is effective, but it
does not remove the brand of policy. One
of the most startling things required by
thizs body-—and people generally do uot
seem to realise it—is that the Mimistry
ghould submit its policy and its measures
to that body before enunciating them to
the public.

Me. Scappax: That was not agreed
to.

Me. HARPER: But it was ?roposed.
Surely these propositions would never
have been allowed to see the light of day
if there had not been some strong feeling
in favour of them.

Mz, Borton : Anyone can place any-
thing on that paper.

Me. HARPER : I have no doubt they
could. But the very fact of this body
sitting behind and dictating the policy of
the Government—[Me. NEEpHAM : That
is wrong}—would, if it only met with
o little snccess, go on and extend.

Mr. NeepmaM : They do not do that.

Me. HARPER : They do not because
they camnot; but they would like to.
The most amazing thing to my mind with
regard to all these motions is that the
anderlying principle of the whole Con-
gress and the whole movement of the
Labour party, although they probably
will not acknowledge it, is coercion.

Mz. Neepuam: No.

Mr. HARPER : The workers must
be coerced into the unions.

Mz. Neepwam : No.

Mz. HARPER : The employers must
be coerced into employing unicniats.

Mr. Neepam : No.

Me. HARPER : The Ministry must
be coerced by cabcus. Judges are 1o be
coerced into giving decisions in favour of
the cauncus.

Mze. Borrow: Tho Opposition is to be
coerced by the Government too.

M=z. HARPER: And the Jaws are to
be made at the instance of caucus, which
the Judges are to enforce. That is the
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underlying prineciple.
they advocate it directly, but it is extra-
ordinary to me that a budy of men who
profess that they represent the Labour
party, and who have been voting for
generations agaiust coercion should have
this as a bedrock upon which they are
working. Another thing very remark-
able—and I have no doubt that many
of my hon. friends on the Treasury
bench will recognise it—is that an under-
lying principle of the whole of the
Tabour party’s platform is mistrust;
mistrust of ome another. No man is
allowed to take his place unless he signs
the pledge; that is * We cannot truat
you.! [Mzmpees: Not always.] That
15 the Congress pledge as far as I cun
learn. A man is supposed to sign before
he can become a candidate. Having

[ASSEMRBLY.]

I am not saying '

signed that, he himself affixes a stigma .

to his own character by saying, “ I cannot
be trusted; I must sign this before I can
be trusted.”
If a man is good, he does not need to
gign it. If he is bad, it will not prevent
him. I do not wish this to apply person-
ally, but we had an instance the other
dny. - The member for Forrest (Mr. A. J.
Wilson) abandoned his pledge. [MEMEBER:
Left the party.] I do not know whether
he left the party or not, but virtually he
ahandoned the pledge. He had signed a
pledge and he broke it. Then what is
the value of it? That is what I want
to point out. The signing of this pledyge
has a stigma attached te it, and the

What is the value of it?

principle of coercion underlying it seem -

to me absclutely contradictory to the
clairas made by the Labour party, that
they are for everything which is good,
and are opposed to all that is evil T
grant, and 1 am glad to be able to say it,
that the Ministry during the last year have
done very much that is good for the
State. They have done a very great deal
of good, and it shows that men cau be
straight and honourable and endeavour
to do the best for the State although they
belong to the Labour party after baving
signed that pledge. Buat what T foresee
as certain, and what is really at the bottom

Mr. Rusow's Amenidment.

or later that must break down. One of
the planks of the Labour party, asshown
in the Governor's Specch, is to either
abolish or reform the Legislative Council.
Of course, if the members of that party
or the caucus desire to get ubsolute
control of the legislation and of the
finances of the State, they must secure
the passage of that somehow or other.
Several members have said that they
hoped to see the day—I think amongst
others the metnber for East Fremantle
(Hon. W. C. Angwin)—when there would
be a majority in that House of Labour
members,

Hor. W. C. Avewin: I did not say
so, bul I hope to see the day.

Me. BARPER: I just want to point
out to wembers who have that desireand
think that the Labour platform is all
good, what a danger there is lurking be-
hind it. No man can vote against the
Ministry if that is likely to turn the
Ministry out. That is his pledge. It
does not matter what he thinks ; he must
keep the Ministry in. We will suppose
a Ministry gets in with a majority behind
it, that Ministry must remain there for
three years whatever happens.

Hox. W. . Avewin: You have never
seen the pledge.

Mz. HARPER: T huve taken it from
the printed form. They must never vote
if it is to endanger the Government, I
am right in saying that. [Lasoum
Mexeeps: No.] Here is the pledge,
and T do mnot see that it has heen
amended in the last twelve months : —

T hereby pledge myself not to oppose any
duly selected Labour candidate; and I farther
pledge myself, if returned to Parliament, to do
my utmost to ensure the carrying out of the
principles embodied in the Labour platform,
and on all such qunestions, and on questivns
affecting the fate of a Government, to vote as
gq?ljoﬁty of & duly constitmted cauncus may

ecide,

I will easily show how the Government
can always secure it, supposing there be
a majority of Labour members in the

. House. This is of course presuming that

of a lot of the trouble to.day, is that .

men who bave signed that pledge find it
is vnworkable, They find that they can-
not work and do their duty as repre-

bound by caucus to that, pledge. Soomer

the Tabour partv have reduced the
qualification for Upper House electors,
s0 as to have a Labour majority there
also, or that the Upper House has been

. abolished, which amounts to the same
sentatives of the State while they are :
, the Labour party to pass anything.

thing. Then such conditions will enable
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Suppose the Labour party decided to pay
all Labour members £500 a year each ?

Mz, Moran : They would never go out
of power.

Mrz. HARPER : That is what I con.
tend. They would never go out of power
60 long as that Parliament lasted.

Memger : The ngosition would not
try to put them outr

Mgr. HARPER: But the Government
need not pay the Opposition members.
In fact, the position 1s just this. Last
year Labour members were very much
incensed against me for suggesting that
there was a danger in this country of a
state of affairs like that which existed in
New York under the rule of Tammany
Hall. Here is the very machinery to
produce it; all that is needed, absclute
control, a Government which cannot be
turned out, which can do as it likes with
the funds and with the laws.

Mz. Hzensmaw: The principle is
different. Do not forget that.

Mr. HARPER: Thero seem to be
differences on the other (Labour) side as
to principles. DMembers always forget
that opportunity makes the thief, no
maitter where or who he may be.

Mr. NEepHAM : Are we thieves?

Mr. HARPER: I do not say so. I
say, opportunity makes the thief. That
is an established axiom all the world over.
If we put any man in absolute power;
I care not whether he comes from the
highest position in the land or from the
lowest, we expose him to a tempta-
tion which he is often unable to with.
stand. Take the number of cases in
which men of high and honrourable
character have ultimately succumbed to
tewptation. No man knows the extent
of his power to resist evil. Here it is
proposed to give power to 30 or 40 men
to do absolutely us they like. [M=r.
Mogran: Australia iz suffering from the
tobberies of the conservatives in the old
days.] No doubt. That is the very
point. The great struggle of the so-
called democrats of modern times has
been against abuses of power.
Neepsawm interjected.] The hon. mem-
ber is evidently quite mcapable of under-
standing the position. 1 say, if we give
men power they will abuse it, if there is
no check. We cannot get away from
that point. The world is full of examples

[Mr. |
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the subject of preference to unionists.
I notice some members say that pre-
ference to unionists does not mean nuch ;
that it will only equalise things as
between employer and employee. But I
notice other members, with a little less

| discretion, who say that what they want

to secure is absolute power of the unions
over the men, because it is found that
unionists who have been working and
bearing the burden and heat of the day
in fighting for union principles have
had to fight other wen in their own
trades who are getting the benefit of the
unionists’ work, and unionists consider
that those who fight the battle ought to
have the control. [MEempER: Do not
forget the unserupuleus employer.] It
is just the same with the employer. I
say the principle 1s wrong because it is
cuercion ; and coercion is foreign to our
nature, and a thing we should all fight
against. It seems to me so simple and
casy to obtain by another process what
we desire, that the employment of coercion
ought not to be for a moment considered.
If unionists want preference, let them
deserve it. If the principle were adopted
which was adopted by the guilds of old,
the first Labour unions, nmo employer
would have any workers but unionists.
But the present principle is to attract
to, the unions the man who is least
efficient, and to keep out the man who
likes to preserve bis independence. The
object is to force men to join the union.
I say, if the principle adopted by the
guilds of old were adopted by modern
unions, their members would secare all
the work they wanted, and the unions all
the men they wanted. It would then be
the waster who would have to go out.
Now-a-days it is the waster who very
often goes in. The following were the
principles of the guilds of old :—

The guild bad to see that its members
possessed due qualifications, moral and techni-
cal, and that the work they turned out was of
fair and reasonable quality. In other words,
the intereats of producers and consumers were
supposed to be reconciled on eguitable
grounds.

That is just the principle we need. If
members of & union will say to the men
they know to be dnffers, to men who try
to keep other men from working—* You
must conform to certain rules and con-

of it. There has been great discussion on | ditions, or you will not be eligible for
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membership,” all will be well. But the
method now employed is forece; and
therefore I say the Labour party is on an
entirely wrong and self-contradictory
basis.  Labourists
standard of living be raised ; but they try
to force men te join them, instead of
leading them into the unions. [Mg.
HovLuan: They say that force is good
fattening stuff.]  Perhaps the bon.
member has not always thought so. I
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would find attached to their standing as
members of Parliament, conditions which

' gooner or later must hring them down;

demand that the -

and I think the experience of the Pre-
mier and his colleagues during the last
few months bas justiied my forecast.
Surely no more bitter things have been
saxd of each other by two rival pariies in
this House than have been said of one

" another by members of the Labour party.

was about to say something about the
proposed land tax; but as the subject
may come up later, I shall not deal with .

it now. But I wish to say a word or twe
about party government. [ dare say
members realise that I do not belong to
any party. I have watched party
government, and I say it is a most
abominable thing; and if Labour mem-
hers would only do as I say they should
do ino their unions, they might force o very
different principle on the electors. It is

becange the electors do not demand a stan-

dard in their representatives that we have
all the trouble of party. Take the his-
tory of an ordinary contested election.
The first object is to try to find out
everything that is evil in your opponent.
That is frequently done.
hired to writeil up ; and whether what he
writes is true does not matter.
method frequently adopted in the United
States, and 1n many other countries. The
defamation of character is considered
justifiable because it is political; and a
candidate with the very best intentiups
and the highest principles may be
knocked out in favour of the greatest
scoundrel walking, who will promise

Some seribe iz

That isa

anything you like, and deny anything

alleged againet himself.
Has that system grown up with the
Labour party ¥] Of course it basnot. I
am speaking of party principles. I say
that the Labour party have power, per-
haps more power thau is possessed by any
other class of people in this or any other
State, to remove that abuse, because
they have their organisations; and if
thev mare their own men conform to a
high standard, they will force that stan-
dard on the electors. Last night the
Premier spoke forcibly of the troubles he
has had to endure; and I am quite con-
fident that he spoke as he felt. Of that
there can be no doubt. I realised, when

[Mz. TayLogr:

- a little worse if vou can.

the party went into power, that they

And yet those members are bound to vote
unanimously on the question of putting
out the Government.

M=z. Moran: Bound largely by their
own principles.

Mz. HARPER: Itis not aquestion of
prineiple, but of a pledge.

Me. Neepmam: What about their
own consciences ¥

Mr. HARPER: I do not know who
“they” are. I have heard much talk
of conscience in Parliament; and I
ghould be glad indeed if members would
drop the word *conscience” and say
“ opportunity ” instead. That would be
much more correct. Conscience is an
unknown quanity. Two men of opposite
principles will die, so they say, for con.
science sake. No man is quite capable
of stating what is his conscience; but he
always feels the opportunity, and is
oftener moved by the opportunity than
by his couscience. The olher day the
member for Perth (Mr. H. Brown), in
his attack on the Government, gave as
one of the reasons why they should be
turned out that the Royal Commission
on Immigration sent in a bill to the
Treasury which the Treasury refused to
pay. I do not knmow what that had to
do with the Government.

Mz. H. Broww: I did not say it was
a reason for turning them out. It wasa
fact. I referred to Commissions as sops.

Mr. HARPER : What had the matter
to do with the Government ?

M=. H. Broww: I said that Royal
Commissions were sops to Government
supporters.

Mr. HARPER: Well, say something
I should not
have taken notice of this but that I
am able {o point 4 moraul. T may in-
form the hon. member, and others in-
terested, that the incident happened in
this way. I (as chairman of the Com-
mission) wished to have the expenditure
kept a8 low as possible; and I gave in-
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structions that 2 minimum quantity of
provisions should be supplied; .and
where the Commission, when travelline,
were unable to use what they carried
with them, provisions had to be obtained
in other quarters, I told the secretarv
to keep accounts, and to send them in.
I heard no more about it until I received
a letter from the Treusury; and I said
to the secretary, * What is this?” He
said, "I made out the account in the way
usually adopted by Minislers when they
travel.” I may say that the secretarv is
in the Government service, and was pressed
into acting as secretary to the Commission.
It appears, though 1 was quite unaware
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Mioistry cannot hold out much longer.
Dissensions in their own ranks must
cause it ; and they would go down with
more honour now than if they lost the
position through the infense worry upon
them, which surely must operate against

. their conduct of the business of the

of it, that the following system is adopted !

by Ministers when travelling. A guinea
a day is allowed for travelling expenses,
and bills are afterwards sent in to the
Treasury.

THE MINISTER FOR JUSTICE AND
LaBour: Where is the system to-day?

Mr. HARPER: Here, I understand.
I zaid at once, “* Well, thig is wrong any-
way. If we are allowed a guinea a day
for travelling expenses, we have no right
to send in bills to the Treasury.” I had
a reply sent to the Treasury to the effect
that the chairman of the Commission
quite agreed with the letter received.
Of course I know no more than that. The
custom 1s for the Minister when he is
travelling to get a guinea a day and bis
out-of-pocket expenses. Thatis what I
was informed. T only hope that the
Treasury will adopt the same course with
the Ministers as they did with me, and
that the Auditor General will do the
same, and that if it be done, he will call
upon the Ministers to refund. All I have
to say is this. Taking the proposals, the
demands made by Labour Congress, the
unhappy and unfortunate position in
which Ministers find themselves in con-
sequence, and the almost beseeching tone
of the Premwier last night in asking to be
relieved of the position he is in, I infend
to support the amendment; because I
feel certain that, even if it is not to-day,
it cannot be long before the Ministry and
the policy before them must go down. I
do not icel too confident, | may say,
about the result of putting the Oppoasi-
tion in. T feel that [ am entitled to say
that because, as I said before, T stand
alone. Thope for the best ; but I say that
what must come abont is that the

|

I

country, the first thing we should look to.

Mr. W. J. BUTCHER (Gascoyne) : It
was my intention to deal with the charges
made inside this House and outside
against this Independent bench by hon.
members; but the member for Dundas
has dealt so completely with that subject
and placed all matters in that connection
ao clearly before the House and the
country, that T feel it is unnecessary for
me to take on that work; nor could
I add anything to what he has
already said. 1 sincerely hope, how-
ever, that it has been made abundantly
clear that the members on this side of
the House against whom all these vile
charges were levelled, acted honourably
to one another, and did nathing but was
absolotely square and honourable between
mavand manand between partyand party.
I was pleased to hear the Premier con-
firm everything that wus said, and speak
so generously and fairly as he did with
reference to the members occupying the
Independent bench. During the course
of the remarks I have to make, T hope,
though 1 shall criticise the members on
this side of the House pretty severely,
they will not consider or take any
remarks I make in a personal way. Al
the remarks I have to make will be
purely of a political nature, and I sin-
cerely hope they will not be taken by
anyone in a personal way. First of
all, T shall deal with the Lands Depart-
ment.  Regarding the hon. gentleman
who occupies the position of Minister for
YLands, there is, in my opinion, no man
in the House more capable, and no man
of whom I have a bigher opicion; in
fact, for this gentleman 1 have the
highest respect; but after all, the
administration of the Lands Department
requires more than ability. The success
of those gentlemen who filled the position
in past years was not due altogether
to ability, but to a lifelong experience
and knowledge gained thereby. Take,
for instance, one of our first and hest
occupants of that office, Mr. Richardson.
Was be not years and years on the land ?
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Did he not start from the bottom of the
ladder go to speak, and climb and work
bis way up to that position? Was he
not in possession of every detail essential
to the carrying out of that office? [Mg.
Hoprins: Is that why he was dispensed
with?] I was not here when he was
dispensed with. The same argument
will apply to the lale representative for
Northam (Hon. G. Throssell). Where do
we find a greater success than was
that gentleman in the Lands Depart-
ment? What was the reason for
that success ¥ Was it Dr. Throssell’s
wonderful education? T do not say for
one instant that he lacked education, but
it wag not that. It was due to that gen-
tleman’s downright, practical keowledge,
gained after years and years of experience
in land settlement. We can never hupe
to have that good and straightforward
legislation and administration from that
department unless we havea man eccupy-
ing the position who bas had that exper-
ience. He must bave every detail in
connection with land settlement at bis
finger tips. He cannot gain all that ex-
perience by reading some books, or works,
or journals in that connection. He must
have practical knowledge; otherwise, in
my opinion, he will never be a success in

[ASSEMBLY.]
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West Perth, good work would be done,
The land could then be surveyed before
settlement, a principle which has been
advocated before in this House, and
with which I bheartily agree. Also

. a large number of wnemployed might

the department. Can we hope for such .
- be correct and if this valuation by our
. State valuators be not up to the valua-

administration at the hands of my friend
who now occupies the position? I have
every hope that he will do well; but I
shall not be disappointed if he does not
make the marked success that some
members of this House hope he will. I

have alwaye looked upon the land of the °

country as its principal asset. Gold, we
all know, will peter out in time, as it has

must look for the same results here,
though we all sincerely hope it will be
many years before we reach that stage.

‘We have to look eventually to our lands. |

If we sacrifice our land settlement now,

we are sacrificing our very life’s blood; |

and I strongly advocate the construction

find useful and valuable employment in
clearing the land and preparing it for
settlement for immigrants and other
people when they feel disposed to take it
up. The cost of all this work might well
be added to the first cost which these
people would be only toe willing to pay.
By this means thousunds of acres of land
at present closed to settlement would be
made vuluable, and the whole of the
country would prosper and benefit. Refer-
ring to the Midlund Railway Company’s
concession, it is scarcely necessary for me
to say anything. I think the matter has
been dealt with most effectually by the
member for West Perth and also by
members tn another place; but there is
no member in this House, and I doubt if
there is anybody in the country, more
desirous of seeing that concession and
that railway in the hands of the people
of this State than myself. I have always
advocated the purchase of that railway,
and T do so now strongly; but I quulify
that statement by saying * on equitable
terms ”; and if the information I have

tion put on that cuncession by some
£3230,000 or £250,000, unquestionably
the price they are asking is too high. It
is unquestionable that we are not in a
position to purchase, a8 has been amply
described by my friend ; but we must not

_ forget that, though we do not purchase
done in other parts of the world; and we '

the land, we should not put any obstacles
in the way of the company settling it as
we claim they should do. What oppor-

. tunities have the company now of dis-

of loop or spur railways extending both
east and west from the South-Western

and Great Southern systems. Ifa course
of that sort were adopled and a Bill
introduced which would enable the Gov-
ernment to build these railways at a
lower standard than the present main

lines and to run the trains at lower speed, -

as was indicated by the member for

posing of their land for land settlement
purposes when the unfortunate people
who do attempt to purchage from them
are receiving such treatment at the hands
of the present Government or future
Governments as they have been receiviag ?
It is only just that I should say I do not
think the action I am complaining of now
is due to the present Government. Tt
was a system inaugurated by the members
of the Opposition or their predecessors.
The system I complain of is in force at
present.  There are several men I know
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who hare purchased land on the Midland
Railway concession, and have gpent
thousands of pounds in improving that
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land, clearing, cultivating, and fencing it, -

congerving wuter and building homes, and
to-day these men are denied their titles;
they have no possible bope of getting
them. I have a document which was

given to me a few hours ago, telling these .
* inen the Government will not agree to the -

sale of their land. How are we to expect
a company like that to run a railway and
carry on their concession if they are not
allowed a free hand in settling their land ?

Mr, Hopriwg: Arve they settling the
land? That is the trouble.

Me. BUTCHER : Give them an oppor-
tunity. When land is sold to people who
pay their money and these people cannot
get their titles, bow can we expect people
to cowme along and take up the land ¥

Mr. Diamonp: Let the company first
pay up the £500,000 that the State
guaranteed.

Me. BUTCHER : I aw not aware that
they have Leen called on to pay it up;
probably they will do so when called
upon. Any firm that bas a mortgage
over w property will always allow the sale
of a portion of the property provided the
money is banded to them and the security
is not injured ; therefore why should not
the Government carry out that same prin-
ciple? The Government ask the com-
pany to carry out the terms of their
contract, but the Government also should
carry out their portion of the contract
or not hamnper the company.

Mr. Warrs: Only within recent times
the conditions of improving the land were
put on the seftlers there.

Me. Horrins: It is not with. the
settlers where the trouble lies, but with
the absentees.

Mzr. BUTCHER: I speak on good
aufhority, and I say it is settlers on the
land who are in trouble. I know of 40
or 50 men at the presemnt time who are
willing to pay the balance down and get
their titles, but the Government will not
allow it.

Mz. Hoperys: Tell us the acreage.

Mz, BUTCHER: They hald 10,000 to
20,000 acres.

Mgz. Horrins: Yes, 20,000 acres.

Mr. BUTCHER: Why should they
not have 20,000 acres as long as they are
willing to spend their money on the land,
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and as long as they are willing to improve
the land. These are the men we want in
the country, men who are willing to come
here and spend their money on the land.
Why keep these men out? Ttis a mis-
taken policy which the hon. member
holds. Iam complaining of the poliey
carried on by the late Government and
continued by the present Government,
aod T think there should be an alteration
of that policy. The company are willing
to carry out their conditions if they
are not hampered, but obstacles should be
removed. If the lands in the concession
are not to be purchased by the Govern-
ment, the obstacles should be removed
and the company allowed an opportunity
of settling their lands.

Tar MinisTErR FOR MINES AND RaIL-
wavs: Let them pay the £500,000; let
them remove the mortgage.

Mz, BUTCHER: As far as I know
there never has been any demand made
by the Western Australian Government
to be relieved of the liability they haveat
present. There is a clause in the agree-
went, I believe, stating that until the
company are so many thousands of pounds
in arrear of interest the agreement can-
not be recalled ; therefore unti! the Mid-
land Company are in default there is no
hope of the (Government making the
alteration,

Mr. Hopeing: They have madea good
thing out of the State.

Me. BUTCHER: We have had all we
wanted out of them. Be fair. I can re-
mewmber the time when the Midland Com-
pany first started in Western Australia.
I was here at the time that the contract
was hawked all round the world and every
inducement offered to people to take 1t
on. What have we had from the com-
pany ¥ Have we not had the benefit of
the system ? We have had the oppor-
tunities of opening up the land between
here and Geraldton, and the company
are prepared to continue and still carry
on.
Mz. Diamonp: But the company did
not subscribe enough capital to construct
fitty miles of the railway.

Mz. BUTCHER: Whatever charge is
made against the company, another charge
can be made againet the Government to
counterbalance 1t. I want to be fair and
just to both parties. I want to see the
company earry out their obligations, but
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give them & fair opportunity of doing so.

I do not want to see the (GGovernment, or
any Governnent, unduly hamper them in
their operations. T want to see them get
the full benefit of the trade which is
legitimately dve to the railway and to the
company. I would not sanction the
putting on of a steamer to run in
opposition to the railway. I would not
subsidice & steamer or give preferential
rates to take the trade from the company
when they are legitimately entitled to it.
If the country is not to purchase the line,
give the company a fair opportunity of
carrying out their agreement. The
question of the Pilbarra Raillway has
caused a great deal of talk, and many
comments both inside. und ontside the
House. I should like to think, and I
bave been trying to persuade myself that
it is so, that the Goverament are trulv
gincere in this matter. ¥ know this

country from one end to the other, I have

travelled over every inch of it and 1 have
seen ag much of it as most men. I say
conscientiously there is no part of
Western Australia at this moment more
entitled to railway communication and
railway fucilities than the Pilbarra dis-
trict. I know there ure huge deposits of
ore in all parts of that country, and the
whole district is languishing at present
for the sake of railway facilities. Many
of wmy friends advocate the line being
started al Port Hedland and carried to
Nullagine, taking a direct route us the
erow flies. The first fifty miles would
go over a howling desert where there is
no possible chance of getting any trade or
any opportunity of making the concern a
payable proposition. Whether these
matters have been brought sufliciently

before the notice of the Government I

de not know. They lose sight of the
fact, if they ever.saw it, that the portion of

the country that is going to feed the line :
' altogether.

and continue to feed it is between Roe-
bourne and Nullagive, and not between
Port Hedland and Nallagine, I suppose
the member for Menzies has information
that T know nothing about, and thinks it
a ridiculous move.

Mzr. Geecorr: I do not understand

the insinuation.
Me. BUTCHER: Then you should

not look at me in that “ tone of voice.”

If the knowledge of practical men is of

any value to the House, I say unhesi- |

Mr. Rason’'s Amendment.

tatingly that the line should go from
Port Sampson. The Government have
lately built a large jetty there, and the
Government and contractor deserve the
highest credit for the work. Port Samp-
son is not a tidal port, and there is deep
water right up to the jetty, and a little
money spent on 1t would make it one of
the best ports in the North-West. That
is where the railway should start from.
The line would go right through good
country.

M. Diaxonn: What is the difference
in the distance ?

Me. BUTCHER: It will make a
difference of 60 miles. I am sorry to
think this line has more opposition in the
House than support. However, I shall
always be a strong supporter of the line
and do all T can to see it constructed.
My friends may call me the member for
the Pilbarra line if they like; I hopethey
do. I shall always advoeate that railway.
There is fast growing up around us a
system which, I am sorry to say, is & bad
one. There is fast growing up the prin-
ciple of casting the responsibilities that
should rest on the shoulders of Ministers
on Royal Commissions. This is a system
I have been watching ever since I have
been in Parliament, and I consider the
dimensions to which the system has grown
at present are becoming nothing but a
scandal and a by-word. Here we find
thousands of pounds heing spent on
Royal Commissions, and I cannot say
and Idonot helieve at present that we have
one pennyworth of practical result from
any one.

Mg. Diamonp: Then you ought to
read a little more.

Me. BUTCHER: I started to read
the report of the Commissionr on Ocean
Freights, but I must confess I did not
get through it.

Meg. Diamonn : It was beyond you

Mg. BUTCHER: It might possibly
have been; but I shall continue to study
the matter a little bit and try to get it
below me.

Me. Dramonn: Yes; try and live up
to it, if you can,

Mg. BUTCHER : The hon. member
for the ocean freights may possibly have
a little more of it than he wanis.
Ministers in many instances are afraid
to take upon themselves responsibilities
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in dealing with questions, and they puss
them on to Royal Commissions. It is
the principle I object to. I do not look
altogether at the question from a legal
point of view as from a moral point
of view, and I say that no member
of Parliament should take a seat on a
Roval Commisston. If it is found neces-
sary to appoint a commission for the
purpose of making some inquiries and
gaining information which we have not,
it should be done by persons appointed
from outside the House. We see mem-
bers advocate a commission; they fight
for it, and then they take seats on that
commission themselves and go through
the work. T have hefore me the cost
of four comnmissions which have been
appoiited during the last four years, it
may have been during the last 12
months, and the cost is £6,212 18s. 11d.,
and that is not thefull total. The Venti-
lation and Savitation of Mines Com-
mission cost £3,256.

Mr. GreEaory: How many members
of Parliament were on that commission ?

My. BUTCHER : T do not think oae.

Mg, GREGORY :
Parliament was on that commission.

Me. BUTCHER : The objection I have
to commissions is that we are creating
enormous expense fo gain information
that Ministers should be able to get from
their officers.

Mz. Grecory: I beg your pardon.
Youn were arguing about the immorality
of members of Parlinment sitting on
them. There was not one member of
Parliament on that commission.

Me. BUTCHER: If the member for
Menzies will ouly allow me to get through
the few remarks I have to make on this
subject, he will see the meaning of my
remarks as to immorality in regard to
the question. T have only mentioned
one commission. On that there was only
one gentleman who bad been a member
of Parliament. Butwe get oun toanother
commission, and we find that on that
commission there were several members
of Parliament. There was the Collie Coal
Commission, which cost £1,247, and
what benefit have we got from that com-
mission? Has any hon, member read
the report? [DempEr: Yes.] And
have the Government made any attempt
to carry out those recommendations ?
Will they ever make any attempt to carry

Not one member of ;
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them out, or will they carry them out?
Never. Such is the result of every com-
mission I know of that has ever been
appoioted.

Mgz. Mogman: Collie coal, like the
poor, we ghall always have with us.

Me. BUTCHER: Now we come to the
ocenn freights. Perhaps there was uo
member of Parliament on that ?

Mz. Diamonn: Three.

Mz. BUTCHER: There were three
members of Parliament on that Royal
Commission. Qut of how many?

Me. Dianoxp: Out of three.

Mr. BUTCHER: In this instance I
am not far wrong. There were three
members ou that commission, and they
were all members of Parliament,

Mg. Grreoory: That was appointed
by the Government you support.

Mer. BUTCHER : I am not attacking
the Government. I am talking of broad
principles. The Government that occu-
pied the position before the present
Government did precisely the same thing.
Bo did the previous Government, and the
Government before that; and I suppose
future Governments will do the same
thing. 8till, I shall attack the principle.
I say it is wrong.

Mz. DraMonn: Ask if any good has
come out of the Ocean Freights Com.
ission.

Mr. BUTCHER: Tdare say a very
considerable amount of information has
been gained by that Royal Commission.

Mz. Diavonn: We have got a redue-
tion of freights.

Mr. BUTCHER: T should be very
pleased if the member for South Fre-

_mantle would get up and make his speech

on this ocean freight business. Then I
shall thoroughly understand it. At
present I do not. I do not wanmt to
understand it. All I want to understand
is that the country paid £691 to mem-
bers of Parliament to make ingquiries
regarding ocean freights.

Me. DiaMonn: Nothing of the kind.
Tt is absolutely untrue.

Mz. BUTCHER: I say it is wrong
and improper, and the socner it is put a
slop to the better.

Me. DIAMOND (in explanation) :
This sum of money was not paid to
members of Parliament. It included the
cost of printing, reporting, incidental
expenses, secretary’s salary, and every-
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thing of that sort, and was naet paid to
members of Parliament. Only a swnall
percentage of the amount was paid to
members of Parlinment.

Mg. BUTCHER : It was not paid to
members of Parliament direct, but if it
did not go into their pockets they in.
curred the expense. I have it here
before me—a list of them. The hon.
member on the ocean freights drew £107
2s., and £4 16s. out-of-pocket expenses,
making altogether £111 18s.

Mg. Dravonn: I drew £107 2s.

Mer. BUTCHER: The amount was
£107 2s., and there was £4 16s. for out-
of-pocket expenses, so £111 18s. went to
the credit of the hon, member. Does he
deny it ?

Mze. Diamonp: I do not understand

au.

Mr. BUTCHER: The fees of Mr.
Horan, who I believe is a member of
this House, came to £69 4s. [MEMEBERR:
Incorrect.] There ig the member for
barge pole, or whatever it is. That
member drew £71. The balance goes in
expenses, which I need not detail. The
total expenses of that Royal (Jommission
were £691 18s. 7d., and I say that the
country does not get the benefit from
their inguiries that 1t should get for that
value. The Government ought to be able
to get the details and particulars without
going to that expense.

Mg, Taomad: Will vou tell us
whether all the information was available
after the report of the select committee ¥

Mz. BUTCHER : I conld not say.

MEr. Tromas: We are informed that it
was.

Mr. BUTCHER: There are many
ways in this country in which that money
might have been spent to better advan-
tage. Seven thousand pounds have been
paid in hard cash, and we get absolutely
nothing for it. In a country like this,
where we are crylug out for farther
development of our resources, every six-
pence should be put inte those works,
and works that are reproductive, which
are interest-paying; something to employ
people in other parts of the country
who are starving, or nearly so for
want of work. If the inoney were spent
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in that way, it would be far betier

and would be to the benefit of the people.

Mr. Rason's Amendment.

the recess, and members were unem-
ployed.] I am cowing to the member
for barge pole, or some of these places.
I read in one of the morning papers, or
one of our recent publications, some
remarks which were made by the mem-
ber for Collie (Mr. Henshaw) and the
member for Fremantle (Mr. Needham).
The hon, member spoke at length, and
dealt rather severely with the occupants
of this hench (Independents).

Mr. Moran: With everybody.

Me. BUTCHER: More particularly
with the uceupants of this bench. He
said it had been poing round from one
gide of the House to the nther.

Mg. Moran: He said he would not
touch either party with a barge pole.

Mz. BUTCHER: The member
Qollie said :—

The sentiments expressed that evening and
which he held nearest to his heart were
uttered by Mr. Needham. The position was
absolutely intolerable. TUp till within the last
week or so they had a Government with a
majority suficient to carry on. At the present
time they were at the mercy of the four Inde-
pendents.

Up to a week or two ago they had a
majority sufficient to carry on. Where
is the majority now ? The. hon. member
sazid that at the present time they were
at the mercy of the four Independents.
At whose wercy bave they been for the
last 12 months? Have they not been at
the mercy of the Independents? At
whose merry were they last session, if not
that of the Independents? The hon.
member said the Independent gentle-
men who were responsible for the present
condition of affairs had been selling or
endeavouring to sell themselves to both
sides at the same tine, and neither side
would touch them. T just want to say,
in real earnest, that I cannot really un-
derstand a man forgetting his sex to that
extent; I really cannot understand a
wnan getling up in public and using such
words as those. It is beyond my com-
prehension. The hon. member kpew
perfectly well when he wade this state-
ment that there was not the slightest
ground for making it. There was abso-
lutely not the slightest shred of truth
in it, and he knew 1t. That is the worst
feuture of the whole thing, that the hon.
member knew that there was not a shred

for

[(MempER: The commission sat during | of truth in it befure he said it.
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Mg. SPEAEKER: The hon. member
iust not accuse the member for Fre-
wantle of untruth.

Me. BUTCHER: T was speaking of
the member for Collie.

Mr. SPEAKER: The same thing
applies. The hon. member cannot accuse
any other member of untruth. I ask
the hon. member to withdraw that re-
mark.

Mgz. BUTCHER: I withdraw it, if T
am out of order. Is an hon. member of
this House to stand by and hear those
statements wmade, and be told that it is
congidered out of order if he gets up and
says it is not the case? What course is
a man to take, if he is not allowed to say
those statements are oot true? If I say
they are incorrect, I say they are untrue.
All T can say is that such statements
were vile and malicious. Will I be out
of order if I say that?

Mg. SPEAKER: The hon. member
would be quite out of ovder in saying
that.

Mg. BUTCHER : When I look around
me and see those hon. members and
reflect for a moment, I think T must be
witnessing the resurrection of Ananias.

Mr. SPEAEKER: The hon. mewmber
must not assume that tone. The hon.

member is as well aware as any wmember |

of this House of the proper methods of
debate. He must be well aware that he
cannot make accusations of that descrip-
tion.

Mz. BUTCHER: 1 withdraw.

Mg. Moraw: It is rough on Ananias,
anyhow.

Mzr. BUTCHER: I will leave that.

r28 Jrvy, 1905.]

As regards my own position during the !

last Parliament I opposed during the
whole of that time the James Government.
I did so persistently and consistently from
the very commencement.

an uncompromising opponent of that
Government. I had many reasons for
doing so, and if I had the same time to
pass over again I would do precisely
the same thing. The principal of my
reasons was in regard to its policy.
Here we have now the same old clock
with a different face probably, but still
the same old party, the same old policy
probably, if they have any. They have
not made us aware that they havea policy
at all. During the last Parlisment I

During the .
last elections I stoed on the platform as'
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voted against that Government with the
object of puiting it out. I was per-
fectly well aware of what I was doing.
I knew fully what the consequences were
going to be. I knew that the party that
was opposing the James Government then
would naturally be called upoo to form a
Ministry. 1f we—I am speaking of the
four Independents—had not been wware
of what would take place, it would have
been a different. thing, but we knew what
would take place when we adopted that
course. We were quite aware of the fact
that it meant the creation of a Labour
Government; and it would have been in-
consistent of us and illogical if we had
taken the course which my friend here
the mewmber for Beverley (Mr. Harper)
has done, if we had voted against the
Government to put them out and then
gone straight across the floor of the
House to oppose the new Government.
I say that is an illogical position to take
up. The hon. member can please bimself
as to what he does. He is quite at liberty
to do as he likes, und I am going to do
as I like, and I am glad to say all the
Independents are going to do the same
thing,

Mr. Moraxw: Do not give away the
great secret.

Mz. BUTCHER : This is the position.
We are asked by the Opposition to sup-
port them. What are we to support?
They ask us to support the very party
who originally deserted us. "We are the
remmant of the old original party who
sat together. Members now in Oppo-
pitivn deserted us, and formed another
party sitting in Opposition to us all the
time ; and now, when we are masters of
the situation, they ask us to cross the
floor of the House and do what they did.

Me. Rasow: I think the best part of
the remnant is on this (Opposition) side.

Me. BUTCHER: I sincerely hope it
will stay there. Since the time we
Independents created the Ministry who

. now adorn the Treasury bench, we gave

them a fair and penerous support;
and I deny emphatically that we at any
time as a party interfered with the
adminstration or the policy of the Gov-
ernment. I deny emphatically that we
ever hampered them in any way. On
the contrary, we did everything possible

, to assist them; and up to the present

moment I cannot see that we have any
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reason to change our policy. That is
my feeling in this matter. I say, any
party coming into power is entitled to
claim a fair trial and fair treatmeut.
Members now in Opposition, when
they went into power, being in a
minority, demanded a fair trial and
an opportunity of proving themselves. I
am only giving to the Government the
same assistance that the Opposition
claimed for themselves when in power.
I say they got a fair trial. For the
whole life of a Parliament they were in
office; and I say it is only fair to give
the present Government the same oppor-
tunity of proving their qualities. In
fact, they should have a better oppor-
tunity ; because there are members on

the Opposition side who have had a long |

rliamentary experience not possessed
y any of the present Ministers. T do
not say that the present Ministers have
as a whole shown any marked adminis-
trative ability.
handling of the finances has been abso-
lutely satisfactory. But the circum-
stances are exceptional. Ministers have
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ing the balance of my term, whether it be
fromn this hour until 10 o’clock to-night,
or till some time next vear or the year
following, T hope Tshall be equal to their

. expectations, and to the expectations of

I cannot say that their

not had the overflowing treasury which
their predecessors enjoyed. Hence the

position of Ministers has been very
difficult, in view of the large demands
for money which were made in all
quarters. The position being very much
more difficult than that of their pre-
decessors is all the more reason why they
should have a fair trial. It is my in-
tention to do for them what I did for
their predecessors, and what I think is
only my duty—to git beside the Govern-
ment, to assizt them a little farther, and
if they subsequently prove incapable of
wanaging the affairs of the State, I shall
also consider it my duty to cast wy vote
against them.

Tre MINISTER FOR WORKS (Hon.
P.J. Lynch): At this very late stage of

the debate it is impossible to deal with a

subject that has been so well und widely
canvassed, without fraversing some of
the ground already trodden by preceding
speakers. But before dealing with some
of the items that have not heen so fully ez-
plained as is desirable, 1 should like to
return my thanks to those members of
the Assembly who have congratulated
me on my assumption of office; and while
feeling most grateful for their congratu-
lations, I can but assure them that dur-

many friends who have made very favour-
able prophecies conceruing me. Not-
withstanding the somewhat harsh tope
of certain speeches in this debate, not-
withstanding the regrettable personalities
introduced, uotwithsiunding the fierce
fire of personal altercation which has been
the uftermath of those personalities, it
is rather encouraging to note the generous
sentiments expressed by the members
for Katanning (Hon. F. H. Piesse) and
Toodyay (Br. Quinlan); and also, I
believe, the unexpressed intention of the
member for Kimberley (Mr. Connor) to
withdraw whatfever sting may have
lurked in his remarks. I may say that
the member for Katanning has been on the
offensive as well as the defensive; and he
has proved to my satisfaction that in both
roles he can acquit bimself as a man.
And when we survey the whole course of
this discussion, invalving as it did the
manifestation of many traits of human
character, it is, so to speak, equivalent to
a gleam of sunshine to find that such
generosity cai. be manifested, notwith-
standing the small, the mean, and the
sometimes unworthy developments which
we must deplore. Notwithstanding what
has been published in the Press in this
country, and said by members in the heat
of passion, there have yet been manifested
many noble sentimeunts, as well as
temporary expressions of small and mean
traits of character. That is a source of
pleasure to me; and T hope this Chumber
will continue to uphold the dignity that
hay been its special feature since its
inauguration. We come to the cuase
stated by the leader of the Opposition
(Mr. Ruson) ; and although the ground
has beep traversed again and again by
others, and the items discussed have been
wworn threadbare, I feel that even now T
am warranted in supplementing what has
been said by the advocates of the party
to which I bave the honour to belong.
It would seem that the leader of the
Opposition based his attack mainly on a
criticism of -the financial policy of the
Government. He went farther, and made
what I consideraregrettableeffort toexcite
disaffection among wembers of this party.
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He ohjected to fresh taxation, and made
passing reference fo caucus, and to the
administration of the party, Thisappears
1o me to be his main ground for asking
hon. members to dislodge the Government
and place him in power. But notwith-
stunding the keen scruliny that the hon.
member directed at the present Adminis-
tration, notwithstanding his long experi-
ence and business acumen, which assisted
him in turniog his searchlight on our
actions, it is a certain source of satisfae-
tion to me te know that be has failed, in
my judgment, to reveal one weak spot in
the administration of the State finances.
‘We have been raked fore.and-aft by this
old parliamentary hand. [Mg. Rasos:
And broadside also.] We have been
attacked on both sides, and at stem and
stern also; and it is rather gratifying
that after a trial run of ten months, the
Government, on being subjected to the
keen scrutiny of the hen. member, came
out in my judgwent unscathed. And
not only in my judgment. Ithink I am
right in saying that we have the unquali-
fied approval of the member for Katau-
ning (Hon. F. H. Piesse) as regards
financial administration. If T under-
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my rewarks offend or please, whether
they soothe or sting, I rather say that
it is my object to give a plain, un-
varnished, spontaneons expression of my
opinion of what has happened under this
Administration, and to leave the effects
of my statement to take their own course.
I am somewhat sick of the show and sick
of the seeming of men who suy that they
do not wish to offend, and who are at the
same time drawing their darts from a
poisoned source. I care not, so long as
what [ suy is dictated by conviction,
what may be the result of my expression
of opinion on the acts of the (fovernment
during their ten mouths in office. T shall
leave out the caucus from the discussion,
because caucus is a rather moth-eaten
subject; but taking the adwministration
of the Government and the policy placed
before the public, we must needs
tely on these as the main grounds on
which the occupants of this bench
{Treasury) are sought to be censured.
Having the testimony of the member for
EKatanning on the financial administration

+ of this Mimistry, and on the other hand

stood him aright, he said thatthe Adminis- !

tration had turned over every shilling
before spending it; and if that is not an
unchallengeahls evidence of Ministers’
keen application and close attention to
duty, I fail to see what conld be a higher
compliment. T take it as a compliment,
being as it is the independent, spon-
taneous judgment of a member of the
Opposition, notwithstanding what has
been said by that member's leader. Of
course, we naturally expect blame and
censure in party warfare. That is inevit-
able, whether our actions be those of men
or of archangels. But, as Byron has well
said

A man must serve his time to every trade

SBave censure—critics all are ready made.

And it is only patural to expect that
members opposite will plume themselves

with the conceit that they are right in
blaming us. They have done so; and I
hope to deal with the censure levelled,
and to follow closely the wethods
emploved by the leader of the Opposition
in levelling thnt censure. I do mot
pretend that what I have to say will not
give displeasure to any membher opposite.
1 rather say that I am indifferent whether

the chorus of “hear, hears” from the
members of the Opposition when each
plank of the Lubour platform was read
out from this side, we necessarily come to
the conclusion that, while they support a
policy on these terms and while our
administration is vindieated from that
quarter, we are obliged to search in
anather direction for the motive prompt-
ing the wnotion of no-confidence ; and T am
forced, perhaps slightly against my will,
to come to the conclusion that ambition
after all hus something to do with it, and
that while they say they are at one with
the policy and administration, they are
slaves to aspiring ambition. While T do
not wunt it to be said that I am ome who
does not esteem a reasonable and praise-
worthy amount of ambition in every man,
yet it is well to bear In mind that
ambition may be carried to dangerous
lengths. I will just read what has been

. said by one who has been closely associated

with one of the prandest institutions,
perhaps, on the face of this planet. I
refer to the British Honse of Commons
and to Edmund Burke, who said:—

The true cause of his drawing so shocking a
picture is no more than this, and it ought
rather to claim our pity than execite our
indignation. He finds himself out of power,
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and this condition is intolerable to him. The ! dispense with party government, so long

same sun that gilds all nature and exhilarates
the whole creation does not shine upon his
disappninted ambition. It is something that
rays out of darkness and inspires nothing but
gloom and melancholy. Men in thie deplorabla
gtate of mind find a comfort in spreading the
contagion of their spleen. They find an
advantage, too; for it is a gemeral popular
error to imagine the loudest complainers for

as there ave three meon, or six men, or

. any multiple of sizx men, combined and

the public to be the most anxioua and serious .

for its welfare. If such person can answer the
ends of relief and profit to themselves, they
are apt to be careless enough about either the
menns or the consequences.

anxious to accomplish a certain end by
concerted action, party povernment. will
step in every time. For my part Ishouald
like to bury party government; I should
like to see this Chamber composed of 50
parties on its present hasis; but we must
take the situation as we find it, and must
look abroad wmovg men and recognise

. that if to nttaio a certain end it appear to

That is the opinion on record of Edmund

Burke.
he was metaphoricully glancing down the
years and noticing things in this Chamber,

It would seem as if in his time °

and that it induced him to give expression -

to those beautiful words.

1 do notsayit

is blameworthy to have ambition; but .

while it is held that a policy and a Gov-
ernment’s administration are right, it is
blameworthy to dislodge men when they
cannot be supplanted for that reason or
for any special purpose éxcept ambition.
That is my reason for drawing attention
to the dangers and unjustifiable lengths

those who are desirous for the attain-
ment of that end that the best means of
attaining it is by concerted action, such
action muat of necessity be counteracted
or circumvented by equivalent tactics;
and I fail to underatand how it is possible
to dispense with the system of party
government. I have listened with much
pleasure to the member for Beverley.
[M=. A. J. WiLson : Displeasure ?] No;
I can listen with pleasure to his remarks;
and I am oaly sorry he did not give a
more lengthy deliverance. But for the

. interjections, I should have followed the

ambition, which is an estimable quality .

in human beings, may bring them.

Me. Harpwick: 1 hope you will bear
thaf in mind.

Tee MINISTER FOR WORKS: I
can tell the hon. member I have always
borne it in mind. Tf anything has been
my failing it is my excessive modesty.
If o man told me 18 months ago that I
should be in this Chamber and a Minister

hon. mewmber’s vemarks with pgreater
pleasure. Even the member for Beverley,

. 1f he had twenty-five men of the same

opinion in the same Chamber to accom-

" plish his particular design would find it

. necessary to combine with them.

of the Crown by now, I would have told

him to get somewhere else where he would

have a better chance of obtaining his

livelihood as a prophet. I came here, not
because I sought the position. Iam here
simply because I am pushed bere; and T
am prepared to amswer any challenge on
the subject ? The member for Guildford
referred, in passing, to the need of every
member of this House to throw off the
shackles of party Government and to vote
a3 independent units, and he said :—

I want every man, irrespective of party and
political opinions, to hold the scales in his
hand and put what is good on one side and
what is bad on the other side, and to judge the
Administration accordingly.

That is all very well in its way; butl
submit that a6 this stage of development
of respounsible government it is impos-
sible. However much we may wish to

He
stands apart, it is true; but if he had
sufficiert minds in this Chamber of an
exact and precise quulity as his, he would
find it pecessary to coalesce or combine
with the others in order to attain hisend.
8o, while we find such a desire on the part
of men under responsible government, I
gay I am afraid that party government
will continue. However, there it is, and
we cannot get rid of it; and in my
humble judgment, it is impossible at the
present state of progress to get rid of
what are certainly nefarious aspects.
The member for Guildford used this
argument, it is true, for the purpose of
encouraging some of these men to shed
the trammels that party ties imposed.
He did it no doubt for an ostensible
and noble reason; but in doing it he
would find it utterly impossible to carry
on if he did not havea solid party behind
him. The Opposition are bound by
party ties to support him, while there are
men on that side of the Chamber who do
not believe in his pelicy and whe, if pre-

. pared to express their conscientious opin-
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ions, would say: “ Mr. Rason's views are | of the Opposition that majority rule does

not ours; but we are joining in unison
with him to defeat the aims and objects
of the occupants of the Government
benches.” That is my opinion. So

while appealing to men to vote independ-

ently, he could not at the sawme time
depend on his own supporters. Con-
cerning the members on the Opposition
-gide of the House, T do not want to dif-
ferentiate; but some are advanced and
progressive, while others are as violently
reactionary as one could
imagine. It is oniy lecause they are
now united in the action of the leader of
the Oppusition to dislodge this Ministry
that they are bound to party ties.

" You work shifts.

choose to

So, -

in speaking of the spontameity of the -

independence of wmembers, the leader of
the Opposition ecould not attain any
reasonable success if his own followers
observed his own dictnm. The leader
of the Oppusition mentioned in passing
that the leader of the Government of the
day hud not the counfidence of his fol-
lowers. This was a part of his speech
that T found I must also dissent from.
The hon. member appealed to what 1
may call the regrettable or deplorable
differences thut existed in this party.
They may be traceable to reascns that are
justifiable ; but from his standpoint as
leader of the Opposition, he appealed to
the prejudices of members of this party,
and wanted, so Lo speak, to widen the
breach—that of course is not visible yet,
bat I may call it the seeming breach—
in a party elected on such a solid basis;
and on that ground I have to record my
want of admiration for that particular
aspect of the hon. member's attack. It
has been mentioned that cauecus is so
strongly destructive to individuality and
that it is only because of the persecution
inflicted by the caucus whip that we can
depend on a solid following of 22. The
position was quite clear to these 22 men
when they offered their services to the
country. They were elected on the clear
and distinet understanding that they
would be obliged to follow the expressed
will of a majority of caucus assembled ;
and where is any wmarked difference
between that line of conduct on the part
of the Labowr party, and that on the
part of the Opposition or ever the
Independents ¥ [ would like to be told of
it. [ would like to be told by the leader

not exist in his party. I would like to
be told that also by the leader of the
Independents, who, by the way, has not
declared himself yet. They are ap-
parently sailing under sealed orders.

Mr. Moran: Our leader has spoken
:;{;-dzuy. We have a fresh leader every

3'2;.‘33 MINISTER FOR WORKS:
The fault found with
cauncus can with equal force be found
with any other party in this Chamber.
Parties must be guided by majority rule;
and the time has not yet come when
minority rule will be recognised. Whom
do these gentlemen on the Treasury
bench represent? The 22 Labour men
in this Chamber were elected on a clear
and distinct platform, one that could not
permit or brook of any misunderstanding
on the part of the electors; and the
gentlemen on the Treasury bench how-
ever ill or well ther may discharge
their duties, are the elect of those 22,
and their leader i3 one who in the
past has given evidence of his claim
to the rightful recognition of those
22 men, as in a majority expressed.
So when il is said that by caucus rule
individuality is suppressed, if I may
quote a solid contradiction of that dictumn
I point to the presence of the present
leader of the Government, who has just
come in to hear some encominms passed
upon him : he is a modest man, therefore
I shall refrain. The Premier is there,
and is told to stop there by an over-
whelming majority of the party, and it is
on account of his undoubted qualities he
is there, and by reuson of no other fact.
‘Whom have we got in Opposition ? We
have so many gentlemen there holding
varying shades of opinion. There is
hardly a united motive amongst them,
except the motive to dislodge the Govern-
ment party. Take the leader of the Oppo-

. sition, who has an advanced and pro-

gressive programme. Then you move

. farther on to the member for Sussex, who

in the past has shown, I will not call it &
reactionary, but a very reactionary spirit.
There is every shade of politician, from
the progressive down to the inactive re-
actionary. We get down to the municipal
politictan, the member for East Perth,
who owes his seat te an appeal to the

. electors on his keen and cute sense of how
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drains should be constructed. Then we
pass down and get to the wild revolu-
tionary from York. They are a hetero-
geneous aggregation of irreconcilubles,
bound together only by the common
determination to dislodge the Govern-
ment. Before passing I want to pay a
tribute to other men amongst the party
who are equally progressive with the
leader of the Opposition. From the
Opposition T draw this conclusion: they
are bound together in caucus and stimu-
lated to-day in a desire to dislodge the
party on the Government side, and I
may add in an endeavour to stem
the growing tide of popularity. Whereas
in the one instance you have on
the Government side men elected on
a clear and distinet understanding ; on
the opposite you have
on many indistinct idews and different
understandings who are united to do
one thing, to dislodge the party onm
the Government benches. We have to
refer in pussing—perhaps itis not out of
place —to the origin of the Labour party,
and why it came into existence, Why
was it brought into politics, and where
will it unltimately lund the country if
finally and perbaps in the immediate
future its policy becomes the popular
policy of the people of the country?¥ TIn
the first Instance the party was brought
into existence because of the need for
remedying some long-standing econmmic
wrongs. It was brought into existence
because men were in the habit of seeing
the rival factions returned to Parliament
and these were doing no good. When
they got into Parliament, after having
exploded the faith of the men who sent
them there, members rteturned to the
electors with the same story, and the
thinking citizens folded their arms and

[ASSEMBLY.)

men elected

came to the conclusion that after all it
was folly to place their faith in these

contending parties in the political arena.
They said, It is time we had our own
party who will represent those who work
and strive, and those who after all are the
most entitled to consideration at the
hands of 1he Legislature of the country.”
The Labour party sprang into existence
in a small way, und had not the support
at the outset of the wide circle of friends
that stand at its back to-day. It started

. people of the country be carried out.

in & small way, and marched majestically |

forward. It started with mustard-seed

AMr. Ravon's Amendment.

like proportions ; now it is like a giant oak
in the country’s politics,. The Labour
party did not come into existence for the
sike of fun, to minister to the desires
of men, or to stem the material progress
of the country, to cripple its material
fortunes and advancement. Tt came into
exigtence to remedy the economic wron

that thoughtful citizens who folded their
arms discerned. It has progressed on
lines that have exceeded the expectations
of those who were most sanguine. It
canpot be said that it has ;qrugreased
because of any detriment it has caused.
Tt rather progressed becanse {hinking
men and women recognised a policy that
would secure the advancement of the
tndividual as well as the advancement of
the Stute as a whole. T wish to say at
this stage that it is quite immaterial
whether the instrument in the hands of
the people be the Labour party or the
Liberal party. It is all the same; the
end to be attained is all the same. The
reason why at this moment perhaps the
Labour party in New Zealand is not so

. buoyant and not sv successful as it

has become in other places is that it has
a man at the head who recognises the
trend of feeling in the colouy, and thatis
the reason why the Tabour party there is
not o buoyant as the Labour party in the
leading States of Australia. Men should
dismiss from their minds that the Labour
party are the instrument to carry on the
legislation, because in New Zealand the
nstrument is not the Tabour party.
The popular will is expressed in another
way in #he return of a party headed by
Mr. Seddon, who faithfully discharges
the duty placed in his hands. I cite
New Zealand to show it does not matter
what the instrument is. If there had
heen a Seddon in this country, it is almost
certain there would not be such a solid
majority in the Labour party here; there
would not be the same need for its exist.
ence. The presence here of the Labour
party is a solid answer to the allegation
that it is not the desire of the people
that a certain policy that has been
agreed to by the major portion of the
1t
has been said by some amongst our own
party that the Labour party has lost
some of its frigidity; that it is not so
stern or exacting as it was in years gone
by. I believe what the member for
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Beverley read this afternoon is a fair and -

reasonable exposition of the situation.
At this time it is necessary to revise our
methods in keeping with the exigen-
cles of the times. 1 way say that,
following this example, the Labour party
keeps as closely as possible to what is
recognised oo all sides as the immutable
laws of nature itself. We look around
the world of creation and we see the oak
that dwells in the forest. It can swing
and shiver and lose all its semblance, and
yet when the storm is passed it remains
the same vak notwithstanding the storm
that swayed and iwirled il hither and
thither, and it goes on to serve life’s
purposes, If the Labour party have not
adhered rigidly to the platform laid out
in the past, it is because with wider ex-
perience we recognise it is mecessary to
revise our plans, as I said before and I
say again, and I shall say as longas I
am in the arena of politics, in order to
be in keeping with the exigencies of the
times. Fault has been found with tbis;
but I need ounly point to the party in the
diffevent States. Why in one State has
the party adopted protection? In one
State it opposed federation--why? TIn
another State it went bald-headed for
that—why ? In one State it agreed
unanimously to exemptions on certain
argas under a taxation proposal—-why?
In this State it will not agree to
exemptions at all—why ? This goes to
show that after all the Labour party's
methods are not ideal. Theparty has to
change them in order to swt the needs
of the time. The strong charge that was
brought against the Administration was
the financial administration, or malad.
ministration as it has been called, of the
Treasury. 8o far as I can tot it up, the
charge covered 10 pages of Hansard out
of a total of 22 pages. Therefore it
seems that the leader of the Opposition
wade the financial maladministration the
sheet-anchor of his attack, if it may be
called so. He made the financial malad-
ministration his strong point. After
congidering the qualities and attainments
of the man who led the charge, after
knowing that for a long time he was in a
position to judge what is ill or well in
financial arrangements of the country,
it is only natural to expect his findings
would be as far as possible the findings
of an expert. You cun pry into every
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nook and corner of the Treasury, and
take exception to the method of book-
keeping of the man who expressed him-
self in strong language in its praise. The
member referred to over-borrowing. I
do not know that it is desirable on my
part to refer to this subject, in view of
the very ample esplanation the leader of
the Government has given to the House
and the country. At the same time I
hold a position as a member of the
Ministry, and in obedience to a desire to
make as full and ample an acquaintance
as to bow the over-borrowing took place,
Idid at a very early period after the
charge was laid, and after it had been
answered, take the opportunity of
inquiring for myself how the over-
borrowing took place. My authority
is the Under Treasurer. [Interjection
by the Premier.] I am sorry I
cannot quote that public officer, be-
cause I have unchallengable proofs
from him. T say, notwithstanding my
allegiance to my leader, I thoughtit my
duty to inquire for myself how the over-
borrowing took place, and see if there was
any maladministration or any act that had
not the authority of Parliament behind it.
I was going to quote and give somewhat
fuller reasons, but am instructed it is a
wise policy to act otberwise, and I am
prepared to follow thatadvice. We pass
on to another very important point, and
that is the assertion that the presence
and power in this country of the Labour
party has been inimical to its progress;
that it has been, so far as borrowing is
concerned, an unhappy circumstance that,
we have not been able to restore or
maintain that credit to which the State
in its present position is naturally
entitled. T will take that statement, and
I will ask members to reflect upon this
faet, that if there is any unfailing
barometer of the opinion in which this
State is held, it must necessarily be the
value of the stocks on the London
market. I have taken some trouble to
inquire into this. On the 10th August
the present Labour Government came
into power, and Mr. Rason, under whose
régime this country should stand high in
the opinion of financial experts, went out
of office. No later than in the course of
this debate the hon. member said, “ even
with the present Government;” casting

~ the reflection plainly that it is now hard
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to make terms on the London market. I
find, however, that on the 10th August
the price of the 3} per cents. on the
Stock Exchange was from £95 to £97,
whereas on June lst of this year, after
ten wonths’ sample of the Labour Gorv-
ernment, the same stock was quoted at
from £98 to £99. Other stocks were in
proportion. If this is not an unfailing
barometer of the total indifference of the
financier to any Government in power,
then I fail to recogpise what is a
true and reliable gange. This justifies
us in asserting that we have an ample
grievance against members of the Oppo-
sition and the Press of this country
because they urged that on account of
our having a Labour Government in
power we cannot get on and progress.
And is it any wonder in some respects
that we cannot progress while we have
these croakers going along cireulating
such unfounded and malicious lies ¥ ‘The
charge made crumbles into duast, as far

as the opinion of the financier at a

distance is concerned ; and it only gives
uns solid ground for deciding that we
are not getting just treatment from those
men who have persistently apd con.
sistently circulated those bogeys.

Mr. Bogees: Who has done it I
do not run the country down. I have
great faith in it.

Tae Premier: You run the Gov-
ernment down.

Tae MINISTER FOR WORKS: It
is passing strange that things have not
been worse, considering the lack of help
from those men who should have been
closely interested in tke advancement
and welfare b the country. It is strange

to read in the Press the clearly expressed .

opinion that the fact of our being in
power is sounding the death-knell of this
country so, far as its prosperity is con.
cerned. I have to enter my protest
against the actions of men who, instead
of giving us a reasonable trial as far as
raising finance is concerned, are found to
be enemies of the country as to croaking.
I think I am fully justified in my
remarks. I say that those men who do
such things are not the friends of this
country. If we view the position, if we
survey the result of their action, we will
find that they bave not been helping
those in power, and have not given a fair,
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reasonable, and rational triul to the
policy of the Lubour Government. The
leader of the Opposition has stated that
he will need to be very firmly con-
vinged before he will agree to. any
farther taxation. I think it is plainly
evident that this country could do with a
little taxation, especially from those who
could more easily stand it. In bygone
times, long before there was an incowe tax,
when the King wanted to raise armies, it
was the meu who could afford it who
found noney to assist. Now, such a
person grumbles and grambles, and wishes
to throw the impost on the other fellow.
I will give an illustration of the mature
of taxation by way of land and income
tax. But before proceeding to that, I
would say I have to regret that the
leader of the Opposition and many wem-
bers of that side have thought fit to
recant so wuch from previous pro-
fessions. The member for Boulder (Mr.
Hopkins), who previously declared him-
self in favour of that kind of taxation,
now comes forward and declares that this
country is not in need of taxation, and
that he would need to be convinced that
it was wanted before he would counten-
anee guch impost. I will give a slight
example of the unfairness and unwisdom
of those members opposite in not agree-
ing to this form of taxation. It has
come to my certain kunowledge that a
block of land in this country was pur-
chased by a certain party for £5,000. Tt
was disposed of about five years after-
wards for £12,000. In the meantime
that bluck of land, as an investment,
entirely escaped any form of taxation as
far as the upkeep of the State is covn-
cerned. Whilst this was happening we
have had mining propositions in this
country, many of which were bought
at much less than £12,000, and this
property was contributing infinitely more
towards the revenue of the State than
that block of land valued at £12,000.
Where docs the equality come in? If
we have one property sealed and pro-
tected because it is land, and we get
another tazed simply because it is a mine
and employing perbaps dozens of men,
and contributing to our mining revenue
and towards our railway receipts, where
does the equality come in ¥

Me. Brraes: Does vot the land pay
taxation.
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Tee MINISTER FOR WORKS: I
am giving a concrete example, a man who
employs capital in land being exempt
from taxation of that land, whilst & man
who utilises capital in mining pays taxa-
tion directly and indirectly. Take the
timber industry or any other industry
which exists. I fail to understand why
the owners of such block of land should be
a special subject of solicitude on the part
of members opposite, whilst other people
have to bear taxzation which is crushing
them.

Ms. Borees: Will the hon. member
explain the difference, how these mining
men are taxed, becanse I cannot under-
stand it ¥

Tae MINISTER FOR WORKS: In
the first place the mining mwan is tazed
on dividends, and in the second he pays
&£1 per acre. Again, he is taxed as an
employer of labour, he is taxed as a con-
tributor towards the railway revenue, and
farther heis taxed by stamp duties and
other transactions. We have five heads
under this particular form of investment
by which A man is taxed, as aguinst the
owner of land.

Mer. Diamowp: Railway revenue is
not taxation.

Tuae MINISTER FOR WORKS: We
want to know, especially in view of the
desire to be equitable on the part of hon.
members opposite, why they allow a land-
owner to escape and persist in taxing the
mine-owner.

Hon. F. H. Piesse: I would like to
know whether that £12,000 you speak of
is in connection with improved land or
unimproved land ?

Tar MINISTER FOR WORKS: It
is a city block.

Hox. F. H. Pigssg: That is, unim-
proved ?

Tre MINISTER FOR WORKS: It
is unimproved.

Hon. F. H. Presse: I am with you in
that.

Tee MINISTER FOR WORKS:
That is a block of land regarding which
one iries to escape tazation. We are
bdund Lo respect what is said by the !
leader of the Opposition in this regard. !
He does not make a public statement !
without a keen sense of the responsibility !
attaching to such statement. When we |
get the leader of the Opposition at a '
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function in this country saying with |
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regard to taxation proposals that what
we require is legislative rest, we must pay
attention to him on account of his
positicn. Notwithstanding the liberal
tendencies of the member for Katanning
{Hon. F. H. Piesse), we must pay atten-
tion to the leader of the Opposition in
preference to that member's opinion and
the opinion of the member for York. I
am referring to the inequality of taxation
which calls upon ihe mine-owner to con-
tribute to the revenue, whilst the owner
of & block of land valued at £12,000 ig
suffered to escape. We will take another
form of taxation. I bave a friend in one
of the inland areas of this country—he
is a worker in the mines, and bas to sup-
port a rather large family—who figured
out with me one Sunday afternoon what
taxation cost him in relation to condensed
milk. He found that it cost him no less
than 25s. per annum. There are other
forms of milk produection. There, in
relation to one very necessary article of
diet, we have a man contributing 25s.
towards the revenue; and we have other
people here on the land in the agricul-
tural areas who can provide themaselves
with this very necessary commodity.
Where does the equality come in? That
man to whom [ referred pays the amount
stated, and one does not know bLow
much he has to contribute in regard to a
whole number of articles of diet. Iam
giving this as an unchallengeable fact as
to what this man has to contribute to-
wards the country. [Mr. BursEs :
Does the other man contribute nothing ?]
The man who has cows contributes
nothing so far us milk is concerned. I
want to show that working people are
taxed to the extent I have mbntioned. If
the hon. member chooses to inquire,
he can very easily figure out him-
self what is necessary to support
a man under such circumstances; so
that, coming to the necessity for de.
veloping the resources of the country,
it 1s fair and reasonable that a tax should
be placed on those who can most easily
bear it. 1 have travelled over the vacant
mineral areas in this State, and have seen
on every side the need for public batteries,
which should be provided even if thev
cost £50,000 a year. Yet because of un.
willingness to impose just taxation, those
batteries cannot be started. Is it not
necessary to provide facilites for the
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employment of a large and thriving
population in the interior? And why
should those people on the arable lands
and in the metropolitan portion of this
State vefuse to contribute? Why the
public und responsible wen of this
country should refuse to let them con-
tribute passes my imagination. Even in
the interests of progress, I cannot .
understand why they withbhold their
consent to the imposition of so just a
tax, which will enable the industries of
this country to be developed on the lines
the Government would follow if it bad
the funds atits disposal. The Arbitration
Act was mentioned in the debate; but
that subject has been worn almost
threadbare. The stutement was wmade
that the sum voted for works was not -
spent by this Government, and that the
works expenditure did not equal that of
the previous Glovernment. I have here
a statement recently compiled by the
departmental officers, and I find that the
present Government have spent not only
the amount voted last session, but some
£10,000 or £11,000 in addition; and
not only was there a saving in the
administration of that department as com-
pared with the previous year, but June .
shows a reduction of £7,000 on the year.
The preceding Goevernment was authorised
by Parliament to expend out of revenue
on works £350,000; the actual expendi-
ture was £488,000, the percentage of
expenditure to estimate being 84-31. The
present Government was authorised to
spend during the year just closed
£357,000. The actnal expenditure was
£309,000, against which there are liabili-
ties of £58,000. The percentage of
expenditure %o amount voted was 86 per
cent.—an increase of 4 per cent. on the
percentage of last year. But the liabili-
ties—the cash representing the work now
in progress—are not only equal to the
amount actwally voted, but exceed that
amount by £11,000. Therefore, when
the leader of the Opposition charges us
with not living up to our profession in
the matter of spending money, he either
makes a statement in bhaste, or makes it
in entire ignorance of the subject. I
come to the Perth Sewerage Scheme, in
connection with which it wus sought to
throw some blame on the Government
for alleged dilly-dallying. I can but say
that the plans are completed, and the
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department have gone as far as they can
legully go to push the scheme to comple-
tion. But with the action of the present
Dlinistry in advancing this necessary
work T will contrast the action of the lust
Government, of which the leader of the
Opposition was a member, to show the
tactics he and his colleagues resorted to.
The following communication was on the
218t May, 1904, addressed by the Under
Secretary for Works to the engineer :—

The Minister wishes me to add that it is the
intention of the Government to place an
engineer specinlly engaged for a term in
charge of the scwerage works, and that this
engineer should arrive in Perth in time to

. settle the final plans and the contracts before

they are called ; and he wishes to know about
when this engineer should arrive in Perth,
provided the additional staff mentioned here-
under can be obtained shortly. I may add
that it is intended to write to the New South
Wales Government on the subject of a suit-
able engincer.

That showed the burning anxiety of the
then Minister for Works to bring this
very necessary work toward completion.
That, however, was just before the elec-
The same Minister, after the elec-

write to Syduey as follows :—

Youra of 7th. Please send four draftsmen
you have engaged. We wonld prefer to defer,
but evidently from your telegram it would not
be fair to men, and my original wire fully
authorised your engaging end sending them
round without farther reference. Many thanks
for trouble taken.

Is it not somewhat ungraceful for fthe
leader of the Oppaesition to infer, by
innuendo or otherwise, that there has
been anything lacking in the action of
this Government, when the actions of his
colleague speak in such trumpet tones
their inaction ? [MEem=see: Did not the
circumstances warrant the action?] No
doubt ; after the election. Now wecome
to another much-debated item in this
discussion--the rabbit-proof fence, That
work was undertaken a long time ago, I
believe by the James Government. They
began Ko. 1 fence, the fence that was
supposed to arrest the march of the rodents
into the valuable agricultural and pastoral
areas, on the 9th January, 1902; and it
was completed to the junction with No. 2
fence, at Guin Creek, for a total distance
of 537 miles, on the 31st January, 1905,
at a cost, by contract and day labour,
of £70,000, or about £132 per wile. So
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much for what was dene by the Lands

Departinent under the James Govern-
ment, Now we come to what has been
done by this raseally Tabour Govern-
ment, I should like members to bear in
mind that the rate of progress for those
two years was only 180 miles per year.
What have the Labour crowd done? The
No. 2 fence was commenced in April,
1904, certainly a few months before we
took office. It was completed in June,
1905. The number of miles erected per
month was 52, Eight parties were
engapged in doing the work; 900 miles
have been erected by duy labour during
the last 14 months, which makes the
average rate of comstruction 65 miles per
month, at a cost of £118 per mile. So
this nefarious system of day labour on
the rabbit-proof fence has saved the
country something like £12,6¢0. And
farther, as showing that Ministers are
entitled to some recognilion for the part
we have played, the rate of progress
was 65 miles per month, whereas the
rate of progress under the Lands Depart.
ment, régime wus 118 miles per year.
Members can imagine the difference, and
can imagine the kind of administration
which has been held up to this country as
progressive, as opposed to Lubour legisla.
tion. The facts show incontestably what
was done by this Government in ten
inontks, and by the preceding Govern-
ment in two years, When I came into
office, which was thrust on me and
accepted none too willingly, my first
concern was to find out what could
reasonably be regarded as obstacles to
the maintaining of speed in counstructing
that necessary work. I found that
one obslacle was the class of country
encountered, and another the modes of
transit. These were the principal reasons
why we could not keep in advance of the
rabbit vanguard. My first act was to
pass for approval a sum of £7,000 to
supplement transit equipment, with the
result that we have now on their way to
these shores 100 camels to ennble that
fence to be completed, and to ensure that
no rabbits get beyond it. That was my
first concern ; and I felt so anxious, not-
withstanding what was said by the
member for Boulder (Mr. Hopkins)
about the anxiety of this Government to
safegnard the interests of squatter mil-
Jionaires, that I determined to leave no
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stone unturned. [Mg. Diamonn: Who
are those squatter millionaires?] That
is what I should like o know. [rrespec-
tive of that consideration, however, it was
oy desire to push through that fence at
all costs. T cared not if a camel was
buried at every wmile-post, or whether the
money was begged, borrowed, or stolen ;
the fenee had to gothrough in order tosave
from destruction the arable and pastoral
areas in this country. That was my
policy ; and it was immediately endorsed
by Cabinet. There area few more trifles,
but I think I am wearying the House.
I should like to show how this fencing
contract was carried on in the past,
under the régime of a Government that
labelled itself “ progressive "’ :~—

Three hundred miles of fencing erected by

the Lands Department has still to be grubbed
on both sides, at an average cost of £4 per
mile. The average cost of 465 miles erectad
under contract by, the Lands Department and
completed by the Works Department amounts
to £62,000, or an average cost per mile of £133
[within a pound of my formerfigure]. Taking
the £133 plus the £4 still to be expended, we
get £137 as against £118; and the £118is the
cost per mile for a class of country inﬁnitel_i
harder to negotiate than the ecounifry throug
which the other part of the fence runs, the
latter country being closer to railway com-
munication and to points of supply.
So after all, in the matter of administra-
tion, there is something to be said for the
much-maligned Labour Government that
now occupies the Treasury bench. T wish
also to remark before passing from the
subject, that it was nothing short of
criminal neglect for the Lands Depart-
ment to dilly-dally for two years at the
rate of 180 miles a year, and thusincur
an expenditure of £70,000, which, had
the department been interested in the
work they were engaged on, could have
been saved to the Treasury. That is a
statement of what could have been saved
had the No. 1 fence been pushed forward
as this Government has pushed it forward.
These statements will stand the test of
scrutiny, as showing what was done by
the past Government, showing that their
administration compares most unfavour-
ably with that of the present ocenpants
of the Treasury hench,

At 6'30, the Speaxer left the Chair.
At 7:30, Chair resumed.

Tae MINISTER FOR WORKS
(continuing): I was addressing myself to
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the rather easy task of demonstrating
what a bard lot this country had in not
having a Tabour Ministry at the helm at
an earlier date. I was showing, in regard
to the profession made by the late
Minister for Works, as to what would
be undertaken respecting public works,
that it was carried out to the letter, and
not only that, but to the extent of some
£10,000 or £11,000 in advance. The
leader of the Opposition sought to make
capital out of the fact that the Minister
for Works did not live up te his profession
in the matter of expenditure; and I think
[ bave shown to the satisfaction of the
keenest inquirer that we have not only

spent the amount approved of by this '
House, but also a trifle of £10,000 or !

£11,000 in advance.

Mg. Rason: Thepn the returns must
be wrong ; I mean the published returns,

Tae MINISTER FOR WORKS: 1
have no doubt the hon. member wiil
contradict me ; but he is likely to ind him-
self just in the same unfortunate position
a8 he found himself in contradicting the
figures of the lieutenant whom he praised.
The authorised expenditure for the year
ending the 30th June was £357,000. The
actual expenditure, according to . the
records whieh the hon. member referred
to—[M=z.Rasow: Thepublished returns?]
—quite true, that did not bring the actual
atate of the expenditure up té date, was
£309,000, making an underdraft of
£47,000, against which the liabilities
were £58,000; thus clearly showing that
the charge levelled by the leader of the

Opposition falls to the ground in the face |

of the artillery of these figures, T was
also striving to show how unfortunate the
country had heen in not having
the Labour Ministry at the helm
when the rabbit-proof fence was first
undertaken. It is unnecessary to repeat
the figures farther than to say that
during the two years the Lands
Department had charge of the construc-
tion of the fence, their rate of progress
was 118 miles per year, whereas the rate
of progress since the present Adwministra-
tion came into power was 65 miles per
month.

. Mr Rasor: The rate of progress since
the Public Works Department took it
- over?

Tre MINISTER FOR WORKS: I
will give you three monihs in.
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Mg. Raeox: I will be more generous.
I will give you three years.

Tee MINISTER FOR WORKS : The
present Administration came into office
on the 10th August. The work was
transferred from the Lands Department
in April, three months previously. Since
that date to the present the rate of
progress has been 65 miles per month, as
againet 118 miles per annuwm under the
administration of the Lunds Department
and my friend opposite. [M=r. Rason:
That is not so.] If the hon. member
maintains it is not so, I can only say that
I bave the utmost faith in the figures of
my lieutenants; and if the hon. member
is prepared to challenge them I will give
him ample opportunity to do so.

Mge. RASON: I wish {0 be perfectly
clear. The point I raise is that the hon.
member is drawing comparisons between
the time the Lands Department admiois.
tered the rabbit-proof fence and the short
period that the Public Works Department
administcred it during the present and
past Administrations. I want him, if
he will be, to be fair and to give the
comparison of the cost of the Public
Works expenditure under the past and
present Administrations. )

Tre MINISTER FOR. WORKS: We
are dealing with the annual expendi-
ture. [Me Rason: Ah!] The hon.
member may shake his head with as
much disgust as he chooses; but the
fzct still remains that the work was
undertaken by the Public Works Depart-
ment, & Jittle over three months of which
were during the hon. member’s adminis-
tration and the balance under the
administration of this Government.
The cowmparison is that the rate of pro-
gress was 118 miles per annum under his
administration. [Mg. Rason: No, no—
118 miles under the Lands administra-
tion.] 1 -will give yon the three months
if you choose; but I want to say that the
rate of progress was seven times greater
during the administration of this Govern-
ment than 1t was during his own
administration. That is my statement.
Now we come to the second and most
important point, that it took the Adminis-
tration of the hon. gentleman opposite Lwo

. years to build this fence; and had they

| progressed at the same rate as has been

carried on by the present Administration

| the No. 2 fence need uever have been
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constructed. In other words, had the
Lands Department, under the member
for Boulder and his predecessor, that is
under the administration of the Jawmes
.Government, been of that active pro-
gressive character which they seek to
make the citizens of this country believe
it was, the State would have been saved
£70,000, That is my positive stalement.

Me. Rasox : It is » most unfair one.

Tae MINISTER FOR WORKS: You
cannot say it is untrue.

Mge. Rason: The rules of the House
prevent me.

Tae Minisrer For MinEs: Why was
No. 2 fence erected ?

M=z. Rason: Why do you not pay your
men ?

TeE Minister For Mines: T will tell
you all about that,

Tae MINISTER FOR WORKS: To
come to another matter. I do not think
it was included in the long list of frivolous
charges levelled against the head of this
Government; but since it has been
thought wise on the part of the Opposi-
tion to level many groundless and bogus
charges, it is just as well in retarn to
point to somc of the virtues of our
administration which we have a just
right to claim. I refer particnlarly to
the Metropolitan Water Supply. where,
under the administration of ny friend
the member for Kalgoorlie (Hon. W. D.
Johnson)}, the citizens of Perth and the
neighbouring suburbs are now entitled to
a marked reduction on the water charges
of the past. I do not wish to detract
from the energy which the former board
displayed in administering that depart-
ment ; but I claim that, notwithstanding
the charges of administrative inability
and incapacity, we were able to show,
side by side with the work of the board,
a profit of between no less than £5,000
and £6,000, in addition to expending a
large sum on capital account. That does
not bespeak the inability or incapacity
of this Government when we have such a
respectable showing as compared with
the work nf the board in the past. I
mention this unchallengeable fact in

assing, because I feel we are justified
in deing so, to balance sowe of the bogus
charges made by our friends opposite,
[Me. H. Brown: Look at the quality of
the water.] Yes; and not only have we
been able Lo curtail the supply from the
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objectionable bores, but we have been able
to give o supply of far superior quality
which the former board was not able to
give. [Mzr, H. Browx: Boiling water
from Leederville.] The Causeway bore
has been elosed down ; and the expense of
the Leederville bore has all come out of
earnings, in addition tv waking and
securing that advantage which we hope
to be in a position to give to the residents
of Perth and suburbs.

Mr. Rason: Who put down the
Leederville bore ?

Tae MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
department.

Mg. Rasow: Under whose adminis.
tratiom,

Tre MINISTER FOR WORKS: You
started it; but you cannot call that
responsibility for the administration that
followed. Let me tell the hon. gentleman
opposite that I am dealing solely with
the work accomplished during last year.
Il am coraparing the sum total of the result
of the work last year with that of previous
years. [Mr. Rasown: I know there are
some ‘‘bores’ you did not put down.]
Surely it is a fair average sample of the
wizsdom of the administration and the
close attention paid when, for the first
time, we are in a position to reduce the
price of water to the Perth citizens which
the board in the past was unable to do,
while they were at the same time piling
up capital account. That is a plain posi-
tion. Dlention was thade by the member
for Beverley, in company with a few other
members in this Chamber, of the party on
this side of the House being under the
thumb, so to speak, of an irresponsible
party outside. [Mgr. Disxonp: Hear,
hear.] The member for South Fre-
mantle is quite willing to shut his eyes
and blindfold himeelf to the past and to
the experience of other countries. He is
guite content to forget that in New

outh Wales there was the Freetrade and
Liberal Association, which eontrolled to a
great extent the work of selection and
actions of members of Parliament, which
fact bas led to the suocess of that party.
Algo, he forgets that in North Queens-
land there is a Separation party, under
whose rule no one can obtain support un-
less he is in favour of Separation, and by
which he is held responsible for his every
individual act in the Queensland Parlia-
ment. But what seems to be a veniality
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with other political parties amounts to a
deadly sin on the part of the Labour
party. I deny that this party is in any
senge directly under the thumb of any
outside organisation. I think it is quite
plain that we are as independent. bere in
the discharge of our duties as any
member of the Opposition orany member
on the Independent bench. It has been
said by the member for Beverley (Mr.
Harper) that Congress expressed 1tself in
an unjustifiable way in regard to a mem-
ber of the Arbitration Court. Wa need
not dive far into history to see that
people have claimed as their special right,
not only in this country but in all British
countries, to critivise the actions of
Judges. While I say this, I wish to
assert that the Trades Congress was not
alone in the measure of criticism it was
indulging in; and if the wmember for
Beverley chose to magnify the sins of the
Labour party, it was equally fair that he
should notice another factor in this
country. I refer to the impeachment of
a former occupant of the president’s
chair in the Arbitration Court by the
Employers’ Association of the State. If
it is fair to criticise the action of the
Trades Congress, it was equally fair
to draw aftention to the nouth.
piece of the Employers’ Association. I
say it is not right te hold up to obloguy
one section of the community, and at the
same time to hide and blindfold and put
out of view the actions of another factor
in the industries of this country. If itis
fair to criticise the actions of the Trades
Congress, so also it is fair to criticise the
methods of the Emplovers’ Association in
this country. 1 simply wish to say that
as the hon. member was s0 keenly alive
to watch the movements on the other
side, it was also right that he should
wafch the attitude at least of the spokes-
man of a section of the ewmployers
towards a member of the Court. It is
not fair to draw attention to the action of

rASSKMBLY.]

Mr. Ragon's A mendment.

to thut State, to take the opinion of a man
who can be rightly regarded as a just and
uninterested witness of how that policy
has worked out in that State. am
going to refer to the opinion of a man
who is entirely unpartisan in that State,
who viewed, and had a splendid oppor-
tunity of viewing, how this policy worked
out which we seek to introduce here.

Mz, Diamonp: There is no Labour
party in New Zealand.

Tae MINISTER FOR WORKS: I
aw not wedded to terms. I am going to
refer to the policy attempted to be insti-
tuted in this country, but against which
there is concerted action on the other side
to prevent coming into play. It is just

+ as well at this juncture, no matier what

our views way be, to strive to hold our

" opinions while we hear the verdict of a

man who had no interest either in the
success of one policy as oppused to
another. Tbis is the opinion of a Gov-
ernor of New Zealand, Lord Ranfurly, in
a long leading article to an English
magazine. Affer referring to several
ineasures which we seek to bave enacted
in this country, such as Old Age Pen.
sions, Arbitration Law, State Fire In-
surance, Income Tax, Land Tax, and a
few more, this is what Lord Raofurly’s
presumably unbiased opinion is as to the
effect of the operation of those measures.
He said in conclusion :—

I know that New Zealand’s Premier and the
people of the colony mostly seem to consider
these iglands and talk of them as * God’s own
country.” Certainly they are a pleasant land,
inhabited by a pleasant people.

People do not look pleasant unless they
are doing fairly well. Lord Ranfurly

- goes on to say :—

Still a land but partially developed, with
mineral resources go far but little touched;
and I believe there lies a great future before
that colony, and that New Zealand will be able
to hold her own among the rising nations of

. the world.

Congress and at the same time to shut -

one's eyes t0 a similar action on the part
of the other side. I will pass over a
whole number of iiems and come to the
point that Labour legislation, when given
a reascnable trial, is in the welfare and
well-being of any self-guverning State
that chooses to adopt it. 'We have often
been referred tw the State of New
Zealand, and if is only fair, while referring

We are told that in this State a blight
will come over the face of nature if these
Acts were instituted here.

Mr. FourLees: Some of the Acts are
instituted here.

Tae MINISTER FOR WORKS: This
18 no partisan or willing witness ; it is the
evidence of one who stood calmly by with

. folded arms and now tells the result of

measures which we seek to have instituted
here. After that result, T feel perfectly
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justified in giving this as a bulk sample
of the evidence of an unbiased witness,
at the same time by a witness who is
entitled in the highest degree to our
respect.

M. Teomas: Do oot forget that New
Zealand is run by a democratic Govern-
ment, not a Labour Government.

Tar MINISTER FOR WORKS: If
the hon. memher had been here to-night
he wouid have heard me explain that if
there had been a Seddon in this country
there would not be so much need for a
Labour party. The Tabour party in
New Zealand are not so strong because
there is no need to be. They are not
there as an instrument; Seddon is there
as the instrument in the hands of the
people. I will give members another
example of the necessity for the existence
of the kind of legislation which we seek
to have instituted here. I will give mem-
bers the opinion of a man who is well-
known throughout the English-speaking
countries— Andrew Carnegie. In speak-
ing at a social function in one of the
Eastern States of the Union he gave his
opinion as follows—and this is the opinion
of Andrew Carnegie, who viewed the con-
dition of the State from an eminence
that a great many meun do not advaunce
to, who is looking from a point of inde-
pendent. vantage, and these are his
opinions :—

It is one of the most cherring facts of our
day that under present conditions the wages
of labour tend to rise, and the price of neces-
saries of life tend to fall. There never was a
nation so eplendidly situated as curs is at the
present moment in regard to labour. Every
sober, capable, and willing man finds employ-
ment at wages which, with thrift and a good
wife to manage, will enable him to go forward
toward laying up a competence for old age.

The point I wish to make is this. Taking

[28 Jruy, 1905.]

the opinion of that man, far as he is |

removed from necessity, we want to
see that noble sentiment placed in the
mouths of the people here. In this State
we do not want Andrew Carnegie; we
would rather regard bim as the missing
dimension. That is the position as far as
I sum up. Ultimately we may have people
who will express the same sentiments.
We want to see Andrew Carnegies
here, only on a smaller scale. We want
to see the realisation of the sentiment
that is there expressed, but we hbelieve
the presence of the man as be is known

. other party cf the House.
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is not required, and rather hinders the
good which he pictures. 8o far as parties
1n this House are concerned, as far an the
actions that have been set to the eredit of
this party is concerned, there is not one
aspect, not one tittle of accusation that I
ant obliged or constrained to regret. I feel
that in our dealings with the Independent
party everything has been fair and above-
board. They can maintain that policy of
mystic silence which they maintained in
the past. They are like the Egyptian
Sphinx; they have not declared them.
selves. The same thing applies to the
Opposition. We met them on lines of
independence, without the slightest idea
of compriging ourselves one way or the
other. They did likewise. The negotia-
tions proved abortive, and such proof
stands as a testimony that both parties
entered into the thing with a sense of
preserving their honour. I will not stand
idly by and listen to aspersions cast on
the party, that we have been denuded of
all sense of honour in making reasonable
advances for a solution of the difticulty
that seemed insoluble.

Mr. Connor: You stood idly by and
did not defend us when you ought to
have done.

Tee MINISTER FOR WORES: In

- regard to the Independents, I say they

are, and have been, the closest allies of
this party. They have plainly shown
themselves to be so, As members who
know me best will admit, I do not say
this for the purpose of inducing them to
modify their feelings one way or the
other. I have already stated that T am
in perfect oblivion as to how their votes
will be cast. But I feel it is my duty to
recognise that the pelicy, which is as far
as I can discern the policy of the Inde-
pendents more closely converges to the
policy of this party than that of any
I know that;
but at the same time I feel they would
not wish usto sacrifice any tittle of our
honour or independence in order to seek
coalition with them. My time isup. I
have only to say in conclusion that whether
the Labour party be in power or out of
power, they will still march in the course
in which they bave marchedin the past.

Me. Taomas: The Opposition said
it was a reckless gallop.

Tre MINISTER FOR WORKS: It

. depends upon the point of view. Butas
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far as the reckless gallop of this party is
concerned, as fur as the mark-time policy
is concerned, I say there is no other pos-

Bible attitude for the Government to take |

[ASSEMBLY.)

up than was taken up and outlined in ,

that policy speech at Subiaco; no other
policy unless the leader of this party
leaves himself open to the charge of being
utterly ignorant of the situation, and
equally indifferent as to where
reckless policy would finally land them.

B

I wish to say that whether we are -

on the cross benches or in any part
of this House, we shall continue to
observe thai sincerity of purpose which
in the past has been no mean characteristic
of our party and policy since it has
appeared on the horizon of politics.

Mz. FRANK CONNOR (Kimberley) : .
I do not propose to deliver a speech, but .
I want to make an announcement on the
situation as it is at the present woment.

In my opinion there is oniy one solution

to the political position in this country .

now, and that is an appeal to the
electors, a dissolution of this House, so
that the people may decide who is in the
right and who is in the wrong; and when
that policy is brought before the country
it should be put before them on lines of a
liberal and democratic nature. And I
hope that the party which goes to the
country on those lines, whichever party
it 9, will win.

Division.

Me. THomAs : It bas not been laid down
this session, and I would like to ask your
ruling, whether pairs are recorded now in
our proceedings.

Tee SPEAKER: No; they are not
recorded,

Mz. Taomas: T ask, as the member for
Coolgardie (Dr. Ellis) and the member for
Greenough (Mr. Nanson) have paired.

Division resulted as follows:—

Ayes 22
Noes 25
Maujority against 3
AYES, NoE8.
Mr. Brown Mr. Angwin
Myr. Burges Mr. Bath
Mr, Carscn Mr. Bolton
Mr, Cowcler My, Butcher
Mr. Diamond Mr. Connor
Mr. Foulkes Mr. Lnglish
Mr. Gregory Mr. Hastie
Mr, Hordwick Mr. Heitmann
Mr, Harper Mr. Henshaw
Mr. Hayward ‘Mr. Holman
Mr, Hicka Mr. Horan
Mr. Hopkius ‘Mr. Johnson
Mr. Iadaell Mr, Keyser
HMr. Loyman Mr. Lynch
Mr. McLarty Mr, Moran
Mr. N. J. Moore Mr. Needham
Mr. 5, F. Moore Mr. Nelson
Mr. Piesse Mr. Scadden
Mr. Quinlan Mr. Taylor
Mr. Rason Mr. Thomas
Mr. Frank Wilson - My, Troy
Mr. Gordon (Taller). Mr. Watts
Mr. A, J. Wilson
Mr. F. F. Wilson
e, L (Teller).

Amendment thus negatived.
Question—that the Address-in-Reply

. be adopted—rput.

Mz. E. P. HENSHAW (in explana- -

tion} : I rise to make a short explanation.

During the past week there have bheen .

many hard things said by members in

this debate, and I admit that I h :
is de and I admit tha o ' ber for Mount Marguret (Mr. Taylor).

transgressed. I have attributed to the

leader of our party a want of sincerity,

and although a most severe rebuke was
necessary for the inclusion in the policy
of the Government of the Pilbarra Rail-
way proposal, or rather its method of
construction, I feel compelled in justice
to our leader to state, with the konowledge
I now possess, that I was not justified m
making a personal matter of this, and in
placing the full responsibility on any one
person. I deeply regret that I did so.
X have no desire at this juncture to assail
others in connection with the matter;
but I cannot allow the burden to be
thrown upon any one individual; hence
this explanation.

Amendment (Mr. Rason’s) put, and a
division taken.

Tax PREMIER : Before this division
ts taken, I desire to make a personal
explanation. Tast night I withdrew
certain remarks made in the course of my
speech so far as they related to the mem-

It has been pointed out to me, and it
appears to me correctly pointed out, that

« under the circumstances of that with-

drawal, the public might think that the
same remarks applied to the member for
Murchison (Mr. Holman). T wish tosay
I had no itention to apply auny such
remarks to the hon. member, and I should
be indeed sorry if the withdrawal made
last night appeared to convey those
remarks from one hon., member to the
other. I wish to make this explunation
in fairness to the member for Murchison.

Question passed ; the Address adopted.

ADJOURNMENT.
The House adjourned at twelve minutes
past 8 o'clock, until the next Taesday.



